The “Age of Reason” by Thomas Paine is one of the great- 
st books ever written, and has done more for the mental 
ancipation of mankind than any other single volume in 
xistence. - 

You must read this book, read it carefully, as we believe 
that no person can be fully educated without having read 
this book. It has opened the windows of the mind for millions 
“of people and has inspired them not only to seek more knowl- 
e aad to have a better understanding of life but has been 


Not only has Thomas Paine’s “Common Sense,” “The 
erican Crisis” and the “Rights of Man” given the world 
al and political emancipation but the ‘‘Age of Reason” 
; been responsible for that which ‘is ae more impogtant, 
‘freedom. 


“Thomas Paine’s writings have proved of inestimable value 
-0 many world leaders. Here is what Thomas A. Edison, the 
yorld’s greatest inventor and humanitarian said: 


| “T have always regarded Paine as one of the greatest of all 
snericans. Never have we had a sounder intelligence in this 
eoublic . i . It.was my good fortune to encounter Thomas 
e’s works in my boyhood . . . it was, indeed, a revela- 
0 me to read that great thinker’s views on political and 
pgical subjects. Paine educated me then about many 
s of which I had never before thought. I remember 
vividly the flash of enlightenment that shone from 
s writings and I recall thinking at that time, ‘What a 


” My interest in Paine was not satisfied by my first 
8 of i, pworks. I went back to them time and again, _ 


at T homas Paine’s writings did for Thomas A. Edison é 
ers y can do foe you. if after a this Bay 


you tie like to assist us in  rurihenie the 
Paine, please do not hesitate to write to us. | 
_of the “Age of Reason” to your friends to re 


The Thomas Paine Foundation has been 1 
the erection of the Thomas Paine statue in F 
_ ___ tion of Thomas Paine to the Hall of Fame in Ney 
____and the erection of the statue in Morristown, 

| was dedicated July 4th, 1950 in commen a 
. ing of “The American Crisis.” 
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= - I pur the following work under your pro 
tains my opinions upon Religion: You will do 
‘to remember, that I have always strenuously 
Right of every Man to his own opinion, 
that opinion might be to mine. He who denies 
tight, makes a slave of himself to his pres 
- _ cause he precludes himself the right of cha 
'. The most formidable weapon against 
_ kind is Reason. I have never used any other 
-— never shall. 

Wonr aticetionate friend and fellowsei 
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PART FIRST. 


has been my intention, for several years past, to publish 
my thoughts upon religion. I am well aware of the diffi- 
that attend the subject, and from that considera- ~ 
had reserved it to a more advanced period of life. I 
it,to be the last offering I should make to my fellow- . 
of all nations, and that at a time when the purity ~ 
motive that induced me to it, could not admit of a 
tion, even by those who might dicappreve the work. 
‘The circumstance that has now taken place in France of 
ie total abolition of the whole national order of priesthood, 
‘of everything appertaining to compulsive systems: of 
and compulsive articles of faith, has not only precip- 
my intention, but rendered a work of this kind exceed- 
‘mecessary, lest in the general wreck of superstition, 
systems of government, and false:theology, we lose 
oy of bumanity, and of the theology that 


Fes cal of my colleagues, and others of my fellow- 
of France, have given me the example of making 
voluntary and individual profession of faith, I also 
2 mine; and I do this with all that sincerity and 
eave pa the mind of man communicates with 


: in one God, and no more; and I habe i for happ 
lif 


Oe 
ate 
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T believe in the equality of man; and I believe th 
ligious duties consist in doing justices loving mercy, 
endeavoring to make our fellow-creatures happy. 
- But, lest it should be supposed that I believe many 
things in addition to these, I shall, in the progress of 
work, declare the things I do not helleve: and my re 
— not believing them. 

_~ I do not believe in the créed professed by the Jew 
church, by the Roman church, by the Greek church, 'b 
the Turkish church, by the Protestant. church, nor by. any 
church that I know: of. My own mind is my own church, 

~ All national institutions of churches, whether Jewish 
Christian or Turkish, appear to me no other than human 
inventions, set up to terrify and enslave ia an 

: fnonopolize power and profit. is 

I do not mean by this declaration to condemn dhe 

_ believe otherwise; they have the same right to their bel f 

as I have to mine. But it is necessary to the happiness’ 

__ man, that he be mentally faithful to himself. Infidelity di 

aa - not consist in believing, or in disbelieving! it- consists 

4 apoolessing to believe what he does not believe. 


om 
On 


4 


“It is impossible to calculate the moral mischief, if qT may 
's0 express it, that mental lying has produced in society 
. When a man has so far corrupted and prostituted the ch ti- 
_ ty of his mind, as to subscribe his professional belief to 
‘ things he does not believe, he has prepared ‘himsel the 
commission of every other crime. He takes up the : 
priest for the sake of gain, and in order to qualif 
for that trade, he begins with a perjury. Can we con 
-any thing more destructive to morality than this? 
; ae after T had pubes the Saag Cor mon 
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on of church and state,-wherever it had taken place, 
ther Jewish, Christian, or Turkish, had so effectually 
bited by pains and penalities, every discussion upon 
lished creeds, and upon first principles of religion, that 
the system i government should be changed, those 
ts could not be brought fairly and openly before the 
; but that whenever this should be done, a revolution 
system of religion would follow. Human inventions and 
aft would be detected; and man would return to the 
‘unmixed and unadulterated belief of one God, and no 
7 national church or religion has established itself by 
ng some special mission from God, communicated 
to certain individuals. The Jews have their Moses; the 
hristians their Jesus Christ, their apostles and saints; and 
Turks their Mahomet, as if the way to God was not 
to every man alike. 
3 of those churches show certain books, which they 
velation, or the word.ot God. The Jews say, that their 
' God was given by God to Moses, face to face; the 
Hans say, that their word of God came by divine 
tion: and the Turks say, that their word of God (the 
n) was brought by an angel from Heaven. Each of those 
hes accuse the other of unbelief; and for my own part, 
e them all. 
is necessary to affix right ideas to wore I will, 
proceed further into the subject, offer some other 
jons on the word revelation. Revelation, when ap- 
to religion, means something communicated immedi- 
frem God to man. 
one will deny or dispute the power of the Almighty 
such a communication, if he pleases. But admit- 
tthe sake of a case, that something has been revealed 
ti Boeke: and not coven ed: to any other person, 


AGE OF REASON: — 


it is revelation to that person only. When he tells 
second person, a second to a third, a third to a fo rt 
So on, it ceases to be a revelation to all those persons. . 
revelation to the first’ person only, and Metis to 


believe it. a 
It is a contradiction in terms and ideas, a call Bee 
‘a revelation that comes to us at second-hand, either 


- it cannot be incumbent on me to believe it in the same mz 
ner; for it was not a revelation made to me, and I have. : 
his spord for it that it was made to him. 

When Moses told the children of Israel that he receit 
the two tables of the commandments from the hands of Gor 
they were not obliged to believe him, because they had n 
other authority for it than his telling them so; and I 
- no other authority for it than some historian telling me 
- The commandments carry no internal evidence of divin 
with them; they contain some good moral precepts, such a 
any man qualifiéd to. be a lawgiver, or a legislator, co 
_ produce himself, without having recourse to peat 
' intervention.* 

~ When I am told that the Koran was written | in Heavy 

_ and brought to Mahomet by an angel, the account ie 

too near the same kind of hearsay evidence ‘and seco 

- hand authority as the former. I did not see the an 

‘and, therefore, I have a right not to believe it. 

_ When also I am told that a woman called the ae 

said, or gave out, that she was with child wit: 

had WER IS "ihe athe necessary to exce} ot the declaration “white 


the-sins of the fathers vere the. pet ren; it is contrany to va 
justice. ‘ ey 7 
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bitation with a man, and that her betrothed husband, 
ph, said that an angel told him so, I have a right to 
ieve them or not; such a circumstance required a much 
onger evidence than their bare word for it; but we have 
even this—for neither Joseph nor Mary wrote any such 
; er themselves; it is only reported by others that they 
"Said so—it is hearsay upon hearsay, and I do not choose 
rest my belief upon such evidence. 

Tt is, however, not difficult to account for the credit that 
given to the story of Jesus Christ being the son of God. 
was born when the heathen mythology had still some 
) fashion and repute in the world, and that mythology had 
ared the people for the belief of such a story. Almost 
the extraordinary men that lived under the heathen 
mythology were reputed to be the sons of some of their gods. 
t was not a new thing, at that time, to believe a man to 
fave been celestially begotten; the intercourse of gods with 
women was then a matter of familiar opinion. Their Jupiter, 
ecording to their accounts, had cohabited with hundreds: 
story, therefore, had nothing in it either new, wonderful, 
obscene; it was conformable to the opinions that then 
ed among the people called Gentiles, or Mythologists, 
it was those people only that believed it. The Jews who 
kept strictly to the belief of one God, and no more, and 
had always rejected the heathen mythology, never 
\d the story. 

Tt is curious to observe how the theory of what is called 
Christian church rung out of the tail of the heathen 
iology. A direct De scson took place in the first 
e, by making the reputed- founder to be celestially ” 
en. The trinity of gods that then followed was no 
r than-a reduction of the former plurality, which was 
twenty/ or thirty thousand: the statue of Mary suc- 
the statue of Diana of Ephesus; the deification of. 
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heroes changed into the canonization of saints; the My- 
thologists had gods for everything; the Christian Mytholo- 
gists had saints for everything; the church became as crowd- 
ed with one, as the Pantheon had been with the other, and 
Rome was the place of both. The Christian theory is a 
else than the idolatry of the ancient Mythologists, 
modated to the purposes of power and revenue; and it yet 
remains to reason and philosophy to abolish the amphibi- 
ous fraud. ‘ 
Nothing that is here said can apply, even with the most 
distant disrespect, to the real character of Jesus Christ. 
was a virtuous and an amiable man. The morality that he 
preached and. practised was of the most benevolent kind; 
and though similar systems of morality had been preached” 
by Confucius, and by some of the Greek philosophi 
many. years before; by the Quakers since; and by m 
good men in all ages, it has not been exceeded by any. 
Jesus Christ wrote no. account of himself, of his bil 
parentage, or any thing else; not a line of what is cal 
the New,Testament is of his own writing. The history ¢ 
him is altogether the work of other people; and as to 
account given of his resurrection and dscension, it was 
necessary counterpart to the story of his birth. His his: 
ans having brought him into the world in a supernat 
manner, were obliged to take him out again in the sa 
manner, or the first part of the story must have pees 
the pround. 
The wretched contrivance with which this latter par 
told exceeds every thing that went before it. The first 
that of the miraculous conception, was not a thil 
admitted of publicity; and therefore the tellers of 
the story had this advantage, that though they 
be credited, they could not be detected. They c 
expected to prove it, because it was not one of 
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lat admitted of proof, and it was impossible that the person 
whom it was told could prove it himself. 

But the resurrection of a dead person from the grave, 
his ascension through the air, is a thing very. different 
to the evidence it admits of, to the invisible conception 
a child in the womb. The resurrection and ascension, 
osing them.to have taken place, admitted of public 
ocular demonstration, like that of the ascension of a 
on, or the sun at noon-day, to all Jerusalem at least. 
ng which everybody is required to believe, requires that 
proof and evidence of it should be equal to all, and uni- 
and as the public visibility of this last related act 
s the only evidence that could give sanction to the former 
, the whole of it falls to the ground, because that evi- 
es was given. Instead of this, a small number 
rsons, not more than eight or nine, are introduced as 
mies for the whole world, to say they saw it, and all the 
of the world are called upon to believe it. But it appears 
Thomas did not believe the resurrection, and, as they 
would not believe without having ocular and manual 
mstration himself. So neither will I, and the reason is 
yas good for me, and for every other person, as for 


“It is in vain to attempt to palliate or disguise this matter. 
story, so far as relates to the supernatural part, has 
ty mark of fraud and imposition stamped upon the face 
it. Who were the authors of it is as impossible for us now 
© know, as it is for us to be assured that the books in which 
count is related were written by the persons whose 
they bear; the best surviving evidence we now have 
ting this affair is the Jews. They are regularly descend- 
n the people who lived in the times this resurrection 

oni si to have peppened, and they say, it is 
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to cite the Jews as a proof of the truth of the alee Iti ‘is 

just the same as if a man were to say, I will prove the truth 

of what I have told you by producing the people who say 

it is false. y 

That such a person. as Jesus Christ existed, and that 
he was crucified, which was the mode of execution at that 
day, are historical relations strictly within the limits of 
probability. He preached most excellent morality and the” 
equality of man; but he preached also against the corrup- 
tions and avarice of the Jewish priests, and this brought | 
upon him the hatred and vengeance of the whole order os 
priesthood. The accusation which those priests broug 
against him was that of sedition and conspiracy against the 
Roman government, to which the Jews were then subjec 
and tributary; and it is not improbable that the ‘Roman 
government might have some secret apprehensions of 
effects of his doctrine, as well as the Jewish priests; nei 
is it improbable that Jesus Christ had in contemplation 1 
delivery of the Jewish nation from the bondage of the 
Romans. Between the. two, however, this virtuous reformer 
and revolutionist lost his life, 

It is upon this plain narrative of facts, togebhee witl 
another case I am going to mention, that the Christia 
Mythologists, calling themselves the Christian Church, h 
erected their fable, which, for absurdity and extravagance 
is not exceeded Re anything that is to be Bile. in the mj 

thology of the ancients. 

- The ancient Mythologists tell us that the race a. 
made war against Jupiter, and that one of them th 
hundred rocks against him at one throw; that ] 

- feated him with thunder, and confined bien afte 
Mount Etna, and that every time the Giant turns 
Mount Etna belches fire. 

It is here easy to see that the circumstance of 
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, that of its being a volcano, suggested the idea of the 
ic. and that the fable is made to fit and wind itself up 
iy ‘that circumstance. 

The Christian Mythologists tell us that their Satan made 
‘ against the Almighty, who defeated him, and confined 
n afterward; not under a mountain} but in a pit. It is 
e easy to see that the first fable suggested the idea of the 
ond; for the: fable of Jupiter and the Giants was told 
7 hundred years before that of Satan. 
‘Thus far the ancient and the Christian Mythologists 
very little ae each other. But the latter have con- 
d to carry the matter much further. They have con- 
d to connect.the fabulous part. of the story of Jesus 
‘ist with the fable originating from Mount Etna; and 
| order to make all the parts of the-story tie together, they 
taken to their aid the traditions of, the Jews; for the 
ristian mythology is made up partly from the ancient 
thology and partly from the Jewish traditions. 
e Christian Mythologists, after having confined Satan 
pit, were obliged to let him out again to bring on the | 
el of the fable. He is then introduced into the Garden 
Eden, in the shape of a snake or a serpent, and in that 
pe he enters into familiar conversation with Eve, who is 
way surprised to hear a snake talk; and the issue of this 
-a-téte is that’ he persuades her to ‘eat an apple, and the 
ing of that apple damns all mankind. 
fter giving Satan this triumph over the whole creation, 
: would have supposed that the Church Mythologists 
uld have been kind Scuch to send him back again to the ~ 
or, if they had not done this, that they would have 
mountain upon him (for they say that their faith can 
. mountain), or have put him wnder a mountain, as 
thologists had done, to prevent his gettin 
the women and doing more mischief. But in- — 


14 AGE OF REASON. 


stead of this they leave him at large, without even obliging 
him to give his parole—the secret of which is, that they 
could not do without him; and after being at the trouble of” 
making him, they bribed him to stay. They promised him ALi 
the Jews, att the Turks by anticipation, nine-tenths of the” 
world beside, and Mahomet into the bargain. After this, who 
can doubt the bountifulness of the Christian Mythology?” 

Having thus made an insurrection and a battle in Heaven, 
in whith none of the combatants could be either killed or | 
wounded—put Satan.into the pit—let him out again—giving” 
him a triumph over the whole creation——damned all mankind 
by the eating of an apple, these Christian Mythologi 
bring the two ends of their fable together. They repres 
this virtuous and amiable man, Jesus Christ, to be at once 
both God-and Man, and also the Son of God, celestially 
begotten, on purpose to be sacrificed, because ey say thai 
Eve in her longing had eaten an apple: 

Putting aside everything that might excite \anabio by 
its absurdity, or detestation by its profaneness, and con= 
fining ourselves merely to an examination of the parts, it iS 
impossible to conceive a story more derogatory to the Al= 
mighty, more inconsistent with his wisdom, more cont = 
dictory to his power, than this story is. ib 

In order to make for it a foundation to rise upon, the 
inventors were under the necessity of giving to the had 7 
whom they call Satan, a. power equally as great, if 
greater than they attribute to the Almighty. They 
not only given him the power of liberating himself from 
- pit, after what they call his fall, but they have made t 
‘power increase afterward to infinity. Before this fall t] 
represent him only as an angel of limited existence, as 
represent the rest. After his fall, he becomes, by © 
count, omnipresent. He exists everyarhere: and at 
- time. He occupies the whole immensity of space. — 
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Not content with this deification of Satan, they represent 
as defeating, by stratagem, in the shape of an animal 
Of the creation, all the power and wisdom of the Almighty. 
Phey represent him as having compelled the Almighty to 
the direct necessity either of surrendering the whole of the 
‘creation to the government and sovereignty of this Satan, or 
of capitulating for its redemption by coming down upon 
earth, and exhibiting himself upon a cross in the shape of a 


_ Had the inventors of this story told it the contrary way, 
that is, had they represented the Almighty as compelling 
fan to exhibit Aimself on a cross, in the shape of a snake, 
a punishment for his new transgression, the story would 
Jave been less absurd—less contradictory. But instead of 
_ this, they make the transgressor triumph, and the Almighty 


_ That many good men have believed this strdnge fable, 
md lived very good lives under that belief (for credulity 
hot a crime), is what I have no doubt of. In the first 
e, they were educated to believe it, and they would 
believed anything else in the same manner. There are 
many who have been so enthusiastically enraptured 
what they conceived to be the infinite love of God to 
n, in making a sacrifice of himself, that the vehemence 
the idea has forbidden and deterred them from examining 
the absurdity and profaneness of the story. -The more 
tural anything is, the more it is capable of becoming 
: object. of dismal admiration: 

But if objects for gratitude and admiration are our desire, 
they not present themselves every hour to our eyes? Do 
not see a fair creation prepared to receive us the instant ~ 
re born—a world furnished to our hands, that cost us 
Ts it)we that light up the sun, that pour down the- 
fill the earth with abundance? Whether we,sleep 


_ added, altered, abridged, or dressed them up. 


16 AGE OF REASON. 


or wake, the vast machinery of the universe still goes on. 
Are these things, and the blessings they indicate in future, 
nothing to us? Can our gross feelings be excited by no other 
subjects than tragedy and suicide? Or is the gloomy pride © 
of man become so intolerable, that nothing can flatter it but 
a sacrifice of the Creator? $ 
I know that this bold investigation will alarm many, but ; 
it would be paying too great a compliment to their credulity 
to forbear it on their account; the times and the subject — 
demand it to be done. The suspicion that the theory of what © 
is called the Christian Church is fabulous is becoming very 
extensive in all countries; and it will be a consolation tow 
men staggering under that suspicion, and doubting what™ 
to believe and what to disbelieve, to see the object freely ~ 
investigated. I therefore pass on to an examination of a 
Books called the Old and New Testament. E 
These books, beginning with Genesis and ending: with 
Revelation Gorhick: by the by, is a book of riddles that re=" 
quires a revelation to explain it), are, we are told, the word. 
of God. It is, therefore, proper for us to know who told us 
so, that we may know what credit to give to the report. The = 
answer to this question is, that nobody can tell, except that f 
we tell one another so. The case, however, historically appears” 
to be as follows: Wy 
When the Church Mythologists established their system,” 
they collected all the writings they could find, and manage Ee 
them as they pleased. It is a matter altogether of uncertainty | 
to us whether such of the writings as now appear under the 
name of the Old and New Testament are in the same state in 
which those collectors say they found them, or whether the 


Be this as it may, they decided by vote which of the 
out of the collection they had made should be the 
Gop, and which should not. They rejected several; 
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‘s to be doubtful, such as the books called the Apocry- 
and those books which had a majority of votes, were 
| to be the word of God. Had they voted otherwise, all 
people, since calling themselves Christians, had believed 
‘wise—for the belief of the one comes from the vote of 
other. Who the people were that did all this, we know 
ing of; they called themselves by the general name of 
Church, and this is all we know of the matter. 

we have no other external evidence or authority for 
ving these books to be the word of God than what I 
mentioned, which is no evidence or authority at all, I 
in the next place, to examine the internal evidence 
ined in the books themselves. 

the former part of this Essay, I have spoken of reve- 
n; I now proceed further with that subject, for the pur- 
bose of applying it to the books in question. 

» Revelation is a communication of something which the 
fson to whom that thing is revealed did not know before. 
r if I have done a thing, or seen it done, it needs no reve- 
on to tell me I have done it, or seen it, nor to enable me to 
it, or to write it. 

Revelation, therefore, cannot be applied to anything done 
‘earth, of which man himself is the-actor or the witness; 
consequently all the historical and anecdotal parts of 
Bible, which is almost the whole of it, is not within the 
ig and compass of the word revelation, and, therefore, 
: the word of God. 

m Samson ran off with the gate-posts of Gaza, if he 
d so (and whether he did or not is nothing to us), or 
he visited his Delilah, or caught his foxes, or did any 
, what has revelation to do with these things? If 
é facts, he could tell them himself, or his secretary, 
one, could write them, if they were worth either 
iting; and if they were fictions, revelation could 


Scie ey epee Yer Sao 


y ary. It begins abruptly; it is nobody that speaks; it is ‘no 


“the better nor the wiser for kana them. When we contem 
x Pie the immensity of that Being who ‘directs and prey 


the incomprehensible wxotz, of which the utmost ken 0 
~ human sight can discover but a part, we ought to feel shame 


at calling such paltry stories the word of God. 


_. As to the account of the Creation, with which the mou o 
Genesis opens, it has all the appearance of being a traditior 


_ which the Israelites had among them before they came ‘inte 
_ Egypt; and after their departure from that country they p 
it at the head of their history, without, telling (as it is mos 
is probable) that they did not know how they came by it. Th 


manner in which the account opens shows it to be traditic 


_ body that hears; it is addressed to nobody; it has neithe 
first, scone, nor ‘third person; it has every criterion of beins 


ae a judge of such ee to put his named 


account. He had been educated among the. Egyptians, ¥ 
were a people as well skilled in science, and particul: 
Be rorny, as any people of their day; and th i 


AGE OF REASON. 19 
is more than can be said of many other parts of the 


Whenever we read the obscene stories, the voluptuous 
aucheries, the cruel, and torturous executions, the unre- 
ating vindictiveness, with which more than half the Bible 
“is filled, it would be more consistent that we called it the’ 
vord of a demon, than the word of God. It is a history of 
kedness, that has served to corrupt and brutalize man- 
and, for my part, I sincerely detest it, as I detest 
thing that is cruel. : 
scarcely meet with anything, a few phrases excepted, 
what deserves either our abhorrence or our contempt, 
we come to the miscellaneous parts of the Bible. In the 
nymous publications, the Psalms, and the Book of Job, 
€ particularly in the latter, we find a great deal of ele- 
d sentiment reverentially expressed of the power and be- 
ty of the Almighty; but they stand on no higher rank 
many other compositions on similar subjects, as well 
that time as since. : 
’ The Proverbs which are said to be Solomon’s, though most 
bly a collection (because they discover a knowledge 
fe which his situation excluded him from knowing), 
‘an instructive table of ethics. They are-inferior in keen- 
3s to the proverbs of the Spaniards, and not more wise and 
nical that those of the American Franklin. 
All the remaining parts of the Bible, generally known 
y the name of the Prophets, are the works of the Jewish 
and itinerant preachers, who mixed poetry,* anec- 
there are many readers who do not see that a composition is poetry unless it 
yme, it is for their information that I add this note. 
principally in two things—imagery and composition. The com- 
ry differs from that of prose in the manner of mixing long and 
together. Take a long syllable out of a line of poetry, and put a 
in the room of it, or put a long syllable where a short one should be, 
line will lose its poetical harmony. It will have an effect upon the line 
of misplacing a note in a song. The imagery in these books, called the 


ns altogether fe poche: It-is fictitious, and often extravagant, ~ 
le in any other kind of writing than poetry, To show that these 
hy . 
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dote, and devotion together—and those works still retain 
the air and style of poetry, though in translation. 

There is not, throughout the whole book called the Bible, 
any word that describes to us what ave call a poet, nor any 
word that describes what we call poetry. The case is, that the 
word prophet, to which latter times have affixed a new idea, 
was the Bible word for poet, and the word prophesying 
meant the art of making poetry. It also meant the art of 
playing poetry to a tune upon any instrument of music. 

We read of prophesying with pipes, tabrets, and horns— 
of prophesying with harps, with psalteries, with cymbals, 
and with every other instrument of music then in fashion,. 
Were we now to speak of prophesying with a fiddle, or with 
a pipe and tabor, the expression would have no meaning or 
would appear ridiculous, and to some people conten 
because we have changed the meaning of the word. 

We are told of Saul being among the prophets, and ase 
that he prophesied; but we are not told what they prophe- 
sied, nor what he prophesied. The case is, there was nothing 
to tell; for these prophets were a company of musicians and 
poets, “and Saul joined in the concert, and this was called 
prophesying. 

The account given of this affair in the book called tee 
is, that Saul met a company of prophets; a whole. company 
of them! coming down with a psaltery, a tabret, a pipe and! 


writings are composed in poetical numbers, I. will me ten syllables} as as_ they 
stand in the book, and make a line of the same: number. of syllables, heme 
measure) that shall rhyme with the last word. It will then be seen that ‘the 
composition of these books is poetical measure. The instance I shall produce’ is 
from Isaiah: : a 

“Hear, O ye heavens, and give ear, O earth!” . 
"Tis God. himself that calls attention forth. 


Another instance I shall quote is from the mournful Jeremiah, to which T hale 
add two other lines for the purpose of carrying out the figure, ne | showing the ; 
intention of the poet: 


‘ 


“Ol that mine head were waters and mine eyes” 

Were Seaialas flowing like the liquid skies; 

Then would I give the. mighty flood release, 
3 And weep a deluge for the. human -race. 
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@ harp, and that they prophesied, and that he prophesied 
th them. But it appears afterward, that Saul prophesied 
y; that is, he performed his part badly; for it is said, 
‘an “evil spirit from God”* came upon Saul, and he 
yhesied. e : 
Ow, were there no other passage in the book called 
Bible than this, to demonstrate to us that we have lost 
original meaning of the word prophesy, and substituted 
her meaning in its place, this alone would be sufficient; 
Or it is impossible to use and apply the word prophesy, in 
® place it is here used and applied, if we give to it the sense 
+h latter times have affixed to it. The manner in which it 
here used strips it of all religious meaning, and shows that 
“might then be a prophet, or he might prophesy, as he 
now be a poet or a musician, without any regard to 
$ morality or immorality of his character. The word was 
lly a term of science, promiscuously applied to poetry 
to music, and not restricted to any subject upon which 
y and music might be exercised. 
borah and Barak are called prophets, not because they 
edicted : anything, but because they composed the poem 
song that bears their name, in celebration of an act al- 
done. David is ranked among the prophets, for he 
a musician, and was also reputed to be (though per- 
very erroneously) the author of the Psalms. But Abra= 
, Isaac, and Jacob are not called prophets; it does not 
t from any accounts we have that they could either 
ig, play music, or make poetry. 
We are told of the greater and the lesser prophets. They 
it aS well tell us of the greater and the lesser God; for 
e cannot be degrees in prophesying consistently wis its 
those men who call themselves divines and commentators, are very fond of 


one another, I leave them to contest the meaning of the first part of the 
of en Spirit. from God. I keep to my text--I keep to the meaning 
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"modern sense. But there are degrees in poetry, and therefor: 
- the phrase is reconcilable to the case, when we understand 
4 . 


=f by it the greater and the lesser poets. i, 4 
a. It is altogether unnecessary, after this, to offer any ob- 
servations upon what those men, styled pxophets, have writ-. 
ten. The axe goes at once to the root, by showing that the 
original. meaning of the word has been mistaken; and con 
~Sequently all the inferences that have been drawn from those 
books, the .devotional respect that has been paid to them, 
and the labored commentaries that have been written upo 
them, under that mistaken meaning, are not worth disputi 
about. In many things, however, the writings of the Jewis 
poets deserve a better fate than of being bound up, as they 
_ how are with the trash that accompanies them, under th ¢ 
_ > abused name ofthe word of God. 4 eae 
If we permit ourselves to conceive right ideas of thing “= 
we must necessarily affix the idea, not only of unchange- 
ableness, but of the utter impossibility of any change tak 
‘ing place, by any_means or accident whatever, in that whicl 
we would honor with the name of the word of-Ged; an 
therefore the word of God cannot exist in any written 0} 
human language. <5 ea 
The continually progressive change to which the meaning 
of words is subject, the want of a universal language whic! 
renders translation necessary, the errors to which transla- 
tions are again subject, the mistakes of copyists and printers 
_ together with the possibility of willful alteration, are of 
_ themselves evidences that the human language, whethe ‘in 
‘speech or in print, cannot be the vehicle of the word of God, 
‘The word of God exists in something else.. ee 
‘Did the book called the Bible excel in purity of ic 
and expression all the books that.are now extant in the wor 
I would not take it for my rule of faith, as being the w 
of God, because the possibility would nevertheless 
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being imposed upon. But when I see throughout the 
ater part of this book scarcely anything but a history of 
3 grossest vices and a collection of the most paltry and con- 
‘ _ temptible tales, I cannot dishonor my Creator by calling it 
_ by his name. 
_ Thus much for the Bible; I now go on to the book called 
the New Testament. The New Testament! that is, the 
“new will, as if there could be two wills of the Creator. .... 
) Had it been the object or the intention of Jesus Christ to 
blish a new religion, he would undoubtedly have written 
system himself, or procured it to be written in his life- 
But there is no publication extant authenticated with 
name. All the books called the New Testament were writ- 
after his death. He was a Jew by birth and by profes- 
a; and he was the son of God in like manner that every 
person is—for the Creator is the Father of All. 
’ The first four books, called Matthew, Mark, Luke, and 
, do not give a history of: the life of Jesus Christ, but 
detached anecdotes of him. It appears from these books 
the whole time of his being a preacher was. not more 
eighteen months; and it. was only during this short - 
2 that these men became acquainted with him. They make 
ntion of him at the age of twelve years, sitting, they say, 
mong the Jewish doctors, asking and answering them ques- 
. As this was several years before their acquaintance 
him began, it is most probable they had this anec- 
= from his parents. From this time there is no account of 
a for about sixteen years. Where he lived, or how he em- 
d himself during this interval, is not known. Most ptob- 
he was working at his father’s trade, which was that of 
penter. It does not appear that he had any school educa- 
and the probability is, that he could not write, for his 
its were extremely poor, as appears from their not being 
to pay for a bed when he was born. 


ey AGE OF REASON. 


It is somewhat curious that the three persons whose names 
are the most universally recorded, were of very obscure 
_ parentage: Moses was.a foundling; Jesus Christ was born in 
4 stable; and Mahomet was a mule driver. The first and 
last of these men were founders of different systems of reli- 
gion; but Jesus Christ founded no new system. He called 
men to the practice of moral virtues and the belief of one 
God. The great trait in his character is philanthropy. _ 


_ Cause already mentioned, that of his not being much known © 
and living concealed. eS. 
> The idea of his concealment not only agrees very ill. with | 
his reputed divinity, but associates with it something of~ 
pusillanimity; and his being betrayed, or in other words, 
his being apprehended, on the information of one of his” 
followers, shows that he did not intend to be apprehended, - 


. 


ts ae 


ying. Crucifixion, t 
r of dying, made 
suffer, and con 


The sentence of death, which they tell us was thus passed 
Adam, must either have meant dying naturally, that is, : 
ing to live, or have meant what these Mythologists call 
ation; and, consequently, the act of dying on the part 
Jesus Christ, must, according to their system, apply as a 
tion to one or: other of these two things happening to 
im and to us. 

t it does not prevent our dying is evident, because 
1 die; and if their accounts of longevity be true, men 
faster since the crucifixion than before; and with respect 
second explanation (including with it the natural death 
esus Christ as a substitute for the eternal death or dam- —_ 
m of all mankind), it is, impertinently representing the — 
eator as coming off, or revoking the sentence, by a pun or 
bble upon the word death. That manufacturer of quib- 
es, St. Paul, if he wrote the books that bear his name, has . 
‘Iped this quibble on by making another quibble upon the > 
d Adam. He makes there to be two.Adams; the one who 
n fact, and suffers by proxy; the other: who sins by — 
y, and suffers in fact. A religion thus interlarded with 
able, subterfuge, and pun has a tendency to instruct its — 
essors in the Practice of these arts. They acquire the — 


2 
* 


Rediétence here was a state ot exilement or trans-. 
from Heaven, and the way back to his original i 
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is the reverse of what it pretends to be. It is the reverse of 
truth, and I become so. tired of examining into its incon= 
sistencies and absurdities, that I hasten to the conclusion 
of it, in order to proceed to something better. 

How much or what parts of the books called the New 
Testament, were, written by the persons whose names they 
bear, is what we can know nothing of; neither are we cer 
tain in what- language they were originally written. The 
matters they now contain may be classed under two heads—— 
anecdote and epistolary correspondence. ; 

The four books already mentioned, Matthew, Mark, Luke, 
and John, are altogether anecdotal. They relate events after 
they had taken place. They tell what Jesus Christ did and 
said, and what others did and said to him; and in several 
instances they relate the same event differently. Revelation 
is necessarily out of the question with respect to those books;~ 
not only because of the disagreement of the writers, but be-- 
cause revelation cannot be applied to the relating of facts 
by the person who saw them done, nor to the relating or 
recording of any discourse or conversation by those who 
heard it. The book called the Acts of the Apostles (an anony- 
mous work) belongs aijso to the anecdotal part. Ki 

All the other parts of the New Testament, except the book 
of enigmas called the Revelations, are a collection of letters” 
under the name of epistles; and the forgery of letters has 
been such a common practice in the world, that the prob- 
ability is at least equal, whether they are genuine or forged. 
One’ thing, however, is much less equivocal, which is, that 
out of the matters contained in those books, together with 
the assistance of some old stories, the Church has set up ; 
system of religion very contradictory to the character of tl 
person whose name it bears. It has set up a religion of pomp 
and of revenue, in pretended imitation of a person whose 
was humility and poverty. 
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The invention of purgatory, and of the releasing of souls 
erefrom by prayers bought of the church with money; 
@ selling of pardons, dispensations, and indulgences, are 
‘revenue laws, without bearing that name or carrying that ap- 
pearance. But the case nevertheless is, that those things 
derive their origin from the paroxysm of the crucifixion and 
the theory deduced therefrom, which was that one person 
‘could stand in the place of another, and could perform meri- 
torious service for him. The probability, therefore, is that 
¢ whole theory or doctrine of what is called the redemp- 
(which is said to have been accomplished by the act of 
person in the room of another) was originally fabricated 
purpose to bring forward and build all those secondary 
and pecuniary redemptions upon; and that the passages in 
“the books, upon which the idea or theory of redemption is- 
muilt, have been manufactured and fabricated for that pur- 
*, Why are we to give this Church credit when she tells 
“that those books are genuine in every part, any more 
nh we give her credit for everything else she has told us, 
for the miracles she says she had performed? That she 
d fabricate writings is certain, because she could write; 
the composition of the writings in question is of that- 
that anybody might do it; and that she did fabricate 
em is not more inconsistent with probability than that she 
d tell us, as she has done, that she could and did work 
iracles. 
Since, then no external evidence can, at this long distance 
time, be produced to prove whether the Church fabricated 
foctrines called redemption or not (for such evidence, — 
er for or against, would be subject to the same sus- 
on of being “abricated), the case carr only be referred to 
ternal evidence which the thing carries within itself; 
this affords'a very strong presumption of its being a 
ae For the internal evidence is that the theory or 
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doctrine of redemption has for its base an idea of pecuniary 
justice, and not that of moral justice. 

If I owe a person money, and cannot pay him, and he 
threatens to put me in prison, another person can take the 
debt upon himself, and pay it for me; but if I have com- 
mitted a crime, every circumstance of the case is changed; 
moral justice cannot take the innocent for the guilty, even 
if the innocent would offer itself. To suppose justice to do 
this, is to destroy the principle of its existence, which is the 
thing itself; it is then no longer justice, it is indiscrimimate 
revenge. 

This single reflection will show, that the doctrine of ré- 
demption is founded on a mere pecuniary idea corresponding 
to that of a debt which another person might pay; and as 
this pecuniary idea corresponds again with the system of 
second. redemption, obtained through the means of money 
given to the Church for pardons, the probability is that the 
same persons fabricated both the one and the other of those 
theories; and. that, in truth there is no such thing as redemp- 
tion—that it is fabulous, and that man stands in the same 
relative condition with his Maker as he ever did stand since 
man existed, and that it is his greatest consolation to think so. 

Let nim believe this, and he will live more consistently 
and morally than by any other system; it is by his being 
taught to contemplate himself as an outlaw, as an outcast, 
as a. beggar, as a mumper, as one thrown, as it were, on a 
dunghill at an immense distance from his Creator, and who 
must make his approaches by creeping and cringing to in- 
termediate beings, that he conceives either a contemptuous 
disregard for everything under the name of religion, or be= 
comes indifferent, ox turns what he calls devout. In the latter 
case, he consumes his life in grief, or the effectation of it; 
prayers are reproaches; his humility is ingratitude; he c 
himself a worm, and the fertile earth a dunghill; and al 
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essings of life by the thankless name of vanities; he deé- 


d having endeavored to force upon himself the belief of a 
‘System against which reason revolts, he ungratefully calls it 
human reason, as if man could give reason to himself. 
_ Yet, with all this strange appearance of humility and this 
contempt for human reason, he ventures into the boldest 
esumptions; he finds fault with everything; his selfishness 
never satisfied; his ingratitude is never at an end. He 
kes on himself to direct the Almighty what to do, even 
the. government of the universe; he prays dictatorially; ~ 
hen it is sunshine, he prays. for rain, and when it is rain, 
prays for sunshine; he follows the same idea in every- 
ing that he prays for; for what is the amount of all his 
rayers but an attempt to make the Almighty change his 
id, and act otherwise than he does? It is as if he were to 
: Thou knowest not so well as I. 
But some, perhaps, will say: Are we to have no word 
'God—no revelation? I answer, Yes; there is a word of 
d; there is a revelation. 
“THE WORD OF GOD IS THE CREATION WE BEHOLD and it is- 
| this word, which no human invention can counterfeit or 
rt, that God speaketh universally to man. . 
‘Human language is local and Changeable, and is therefore 
apable of being used as the means of unchangeable and ' 
versal information. The idea that God sent Jesus.Christ to 
sh, as they say, the glad tidings to all nations, from one 
of the earth to the other, is consistent only with the ignor- 
é of those who knew nothing of the extent of the world, 
who believed, as those world-saviours believed, and con- , 
éd to believe for several centuries (and that in con- 
tion.to the discoveries: of philosophers and the ex- 
e of navigators), that the earth was flat like.a trench- 
that man* might walk to the end of it. 


30 AGE OF REASON. 


But how was Jesus Christ to make anything known to all 
nations? He could speak but one language, which was ° 
Hebrew, and there are in the world several hundred lan-~ 
guages. Searcely any two nations speak the same language 
or understand each other; and as to translations, every man 
who knows anything of languages knows that it is impos-— 
sible to translate from one language to another, not only © 
without losing a great part of the original, but frequently of 
mistaking the sense; and besides all this, the art of printing - 
was wholly unknown at the time Christ lived. j 

It is always necessary that the means that are to accom=~ 
plish any end be equal to the accomplishment of that end, © 
or the end cannot be accomplished. It is in this that the dif-~ 
ference between, finite and infinite power and wisdom dis-~ 
covers itself. Man frequently fails in accomplishing hi§ ends, ~ 
from a natural inability of the power to the purpose, and 
frequently from the want of wisdom to apply power Proper- — 
ly. But it is impossible for infinite power and wisdom to fail 
as man faileth. The means it useth are always equal to the 
end; but human language, more especially as there is not 
an universal language, is incapable of being used as an uni- 
versal means of unchangeable and uniform information, and 
therefore it is not the means that God useth in manifesting 
himself universally to man. 

It is only in the CreaTION that all our ideas and concep- 
tions of a word of God can unite. The Creation speaketh an 
universal language, independently of human speech or human 
‘language, multiplied and various as they may be. It is an 
ever-existing original, which every man can read. It canno 
be forged; it cannot be counterfeited; it cannot be lost; 
cannot be altered; it cannot be suppressed: It does not € 
pend upon the will of man whether it shall be publish 
not; it publishes itself from one end of the earth 
other. It preaches to all nations and to all ‘worlds; a 


iy God. 
Do we want to contemplate his power? We see it in the | 
amensity of the Creation. Do we want to contemplate his — 
m? We see it in the unchangeable order by which the 
mprehensible whole is governed. Do we want to contem- 

e his munificence? We see it in the abundance with which 

‘fills the earth. Do we want to contemplate his mercy? We 

in his not withholding that abundance even from the 
mkful. In fine, do we want to know what Godis? Search 
e book called the Scripture, which any human hand = 
‘make, but the Scripture called the Creation. 

he only idea man can affix to the name of God is that of 

st cause, the cause of all things. And incomprehensible 
ifficult as it is for a man to conceive what a first cause 
he arrives at the belief of it from the tenfold greater diffi- - 
ty of ‘disbelieving it. It is difficult beyond description to 
ceive that space can have no end; but it is more diffi- 
ult 1 to conceive an end. It is difficult beyond the power of 
to conceive an eternal duration of what we call time; 
is Hore impossible to conceive a time when there shall Le 


Ty man is an evidence to himseff that he did not scale 
olf ;-neither could his father make himself, nor r his grand- 


na make itself; and it . the conviction arising Phas this 
len e that carries us on, as it were, by necessity to the be- 
f a first cause eternally existing, of a nature totally dif-_ 
© any material existence we know of, and by the ~~ 
poe abick all things exist; and this first cause man calls 


the exercise of reason that man can discover _ 
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God. Take away that reason, and he would be incapable of 
understanding anything; and, in this case, it would be just 
as consistent to read even the book called the Bible to a 
horse as to a man. How, then, is it that those people preteng 
to reject reason? 

Almost the only parts in the book called the Bible ‘iad 
convey to us any idea of God, are some chapters in Job and 
the 19th Psalm; I recollect no other. Those parts are true 
deistical compositions, for they treat of the Deity through his 
works. They take the book of Creation as the word of God, 
they refer to no other book, and all the inferences shee make 
are drawn from that volume. 

I insert in this place the 19th Psalm, as paraphrased intal 
English verse by Addison. I recollect not the prose, and’ 
where I write this I have not the opportunity of seeing it. 


“The spacious firmament on high, 

With all the blue ethereal sky, 

And spangled heavens, a shining frame, 
Their great original proclaim. 

The unwearied sun, from day to day, 
Does his Creator’s power display; 

And publishes to every land 

The work of an Almighty hand. 


“Soon as the evening shades prevail, 
The moon takes up the wondrous tale,. 
And nightly to the list’ning earth 
Repeats the story of her birth; 
While all the stars that round her burn, 
And all the planets, in their turn, 
Confirm, the. tidings as they roll, 
And spread the truth from pole to pole. 


“What, though in solemn silence all 
Move round this dark terrestrial ball? = 
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What though no real voice, nor sound, 
Amidst their radiant orbs be found? 

In reason’s ear they all rejoice 

And utter forth a glorious voice, 
Forever singing, as they shine, 

THE HAND THAT MADE Us IS DIVINE.” 


What more does man want to know than that the hand 
power that made these things is divine, is omnipotent? Let 
believe this with the force it is impossible to repel, if he 
S his reason to act, and his rule of moral life will 
low of course. 
The allusions in Job have, all of them, the same tendency 
th this Psalm; that of deducing or proving a truth that 
yuld be otherwise unknown, from truths already known. 
T recollect not enough of the passages in Job to insert 
correctly; but there is one occurs to me that is applica- 
to the subject I am speaking upon. “Canst thou by 
hing find out God? Canst thou find out the Almighty 
perfection?” 
I know not how the printers have pointed this passage, 
r I keep no Bible; but it contains two distinct questions 
dmit of distinct answers, 
First,—Canst thou by searching find out God? Yes; be- 
Se, in the first place, I know I did not make myself, and 
I have existence; and by searching into the nature of 
‘things, I find that no other thing could make itself; 
yet millions of other things exist; therefore it is, that 
iow, by positive conclusion resulting from this search, 
there is a power superior to all those things, and that 
er is God. 
é ae ae thou find out the Almighty to perfec- 


d : the structure of the Creation that I behold is 
wprehensible, but because even this manifestation, 
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great as it is, is probably but a small display of that immensi- 
ty of power and wisdom by which millions of other worlds 
to me invisible by their distance, were created and continue 
to exist. 

It is evident that both these questions were put to the 
reason of the person to whom they are supposed to have been 
addressed; and it is only by admitting the first question t 
be answered affirmatively, that the second could follow. 
would have been unnecessary, and even absurd, to ha 
put a second question, more difficult than the first, if t 
first question had been answered negatively. The two qu 
tions have different objects; the first refers to the existen 
of God, the secend to his attributes; reason can discover the 

one, but it falls infinitely short in discovering the whole o 
the ‘other. - a 

I recollect not'a single passage in all the writings ee ite 
to the men called apostles, that conveys any idea of what G 
is. Those writings are chiefly controversial; and the subjec 
they dwell upon, that of a man dying in agony on a cross, i 
better suited to the gloomy genius of a monk in a cell, by 
whom it is not impossible they were written, than to any man 
breathing the open air of the Creation. The only passage th 
occurs to me, that has any reference to the works of God, 
by which only his power and wisdom can be known, is related” 
_ to have been spoken by Jesus Christ as a remedy agains 
distrustful care. cpeneld the lilies of the field, they toil n 
neither do they spin.” This, however, is far inferior to 
allusions in Job and in the 19th Psat’ but it is similar ir 
idea, and the modesty of the imagery is es So 
the modesty of the man. : 
_ As to the Christian system of faith, it appears to me 
species of Atheism—a sort of religious denial of | 
professes to believe in a man rather than in God. 
ons sade ne ees of Manism with bu 
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d is as near to Atheisny as twilight is to darkness. It intro- 
es between man and his Maker an opaque body, which it 
a Redeemer, as the moon introduces her opaque self 
tween the earth and the sun, and it produces by this 
means a religious, or an irreligious, eclipse of light. It has 
the whole orbit of reason into shade. 

The effect of this obscurity has been that of turning every- 
thing upside down, and representing it in reverse, and among 
the revolutions it has thus magically produced, it has made 
4 revolution in theology. 

That which is now called natural philosophy, embracing 
€ whole circle of science, of which astronomy occupies the 
Chief place, is the study of the works of God, and of the pow- 
and wisdom of God in his works, and is the true theology. 
As to the theology that is now studied in its place, it is 
study of human opinions and of human fancies con- 
ing God. It is not the study of God himself in the works 
he has made, but in the works or writings that man 
made; and it is not among the least of the mischiefs that 
Christian system has done to, the world, that it has aban- 
ed the original and beautiful system of theology, like a 
tiful innocent, to distress and reproach, to make room 
r the hag of superstition. 

The Book of Job and the 19th Psalm, which even the 
rch admits to be more ancient than the chronological 
¥ in which they stand in the book called the Bible, are 
logical orations conformable to the original system of 
sology. The.internal evidence of those orations proves to 
demonstration that the study and contemplation of the 
yorks of creation, and of the power and wisdom of God, 
ealed and manifested in those works, made a great part 
the religious devotion of the times in which they were 
and it was this devotional study and contemplation 
led to the gee ofthe principles upon which what 


we 


are now called sciences are established: aE it is fe ‘the 
covery of these principles that almost all the arts that con- 
tribute to the convenience of human life owe their existe 
_ Every principal art has some science for its parent, thou 
__ the person who mechanically performs the work does not 
_ always, and but very seldom, perceive the connection. — 
It is a fraud of the Christian system to call the scienc 
human invention; it is only the application of them tha 
human. Every science has for its basis a system of princi 
_ples as fixed and unalterable as those by which the uni- 
verse is regulated and governed. Man cannot make as 
__ ples, he can only discover them. 
= For example: Every person who looks at an aan 
sees an account when an eclipse will take place, and he see 
also that it never fails to take place according to the acco 


there given. This shows that man is acquainted with 
_- laws by which the heavenly bodies move. But it would b 
-. something worse than ignorance, were any Church on ea 
to say that those laws are a human invention. It would. > 
_ be ignorance, or something worse, to say that the scientific 
___ principles by the aid of which man is enabled to calculate at 
Be foreknow when an eclipse will take wee area bie inven 


manner how, an eclipse will take place. e 
- The scientfic principles that man employs to ‘abe 
Pee owledee of an eclipse, or of anything else re 
the motion of the heavenly bodies, are contained - 
hat part ot science which is called ies 
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the course of a ship on the ocean, it is called naviga- 
; when applied to the construction of figures drawn by 
le and compass, it is called geometry; when applied to the 
truction of plans or edifices, it is called architecture; 
1en applied to the measurement of any portion of the sur- 
se of the earth, it is called land surveying. In fine, it is the 
soul of science; it is an eternal truth; it contains the mathe- 
matical demonstration of which man speaks, and the extent 
its uses is unknown. 

may be said that man can make or draw a triangle, 
therefore a triangle is a human invention. 

But the triangle, when drawn, is no other than the image 
he principle; it is a delineation to the eye, and from 
ence to the mind, of a principle that would otherwise be 
erceptible. The triangle does not make the principle, any 
than a candle taken into a room that was dark makes 
@ chairs and tables that before were invisible. All the prop- 
of a triangle exist independently of the figure, and 
ed before any triangle was drawn or thought of by man. 
had no more to do in the formation of these properties 
Principles, than he had to do in making the laws by which 
¢ heavenly bodies move; and therefore the one must have 
same Divine origin as the other. 

n the.same manner, as it may be said, that man can 
e a triangle, so also, may it be said, he can make the 
chanical instrument called a lever; but. the principle 
which the lever acts is a thing distinct from the instru- 
mt, and would exist if the instrument did not; it attaches 
to the instrument after it is made; the instrument, 
srefore, cannot act otherwise than it does act; neither can 
I I the efforts of human invention make it act otherwise 
t which, in all such cases, man calls the effect is no other 
an the principle itself rendered perceptible to the senses. 
ace, then, man cannot make principle, from whence 


a them, not only to things on earth, but. ne ascertain ay - 
tion of bodies so letien distant from him as all” 


Dceicive to man. That structure is an ever-existing exhi 
_tion of every principle upon which every part of mathem: 
cal science is founded. The offspring of this science is | 
chanics; for mechanics is no other than the principles 
science ‘applied Ler The man who ee 


a es piven the name of attraction, gravitation, Po on 
he supplies the place of that agency by the humble imitation 
of teeth and cogs. All the parts of man’s microcosm must 

us eeiply touch; but could he gain. a ae of that age! C 


SD comet 
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@ sines, tangents, and secants generated from the angles, 
id geometrically measured, have the same proportions to 
@ach other; as the different weights have that will balance 
h other on the lever, leaving the weight of the lever out 
of the case. 

Tt may also be said, that man can make a wheel and 
is; that he can put wheels of different magnitudes together, 
produce a mill. Still the case comes back to the same 
point, which is, that he did not make the principle that 
ves the wheels those powers. That principle is as unalter- 
Jé as in the former case, or rather it is the same princi- 
> under a different appearance to the eye. 

The power that two wheels of different magnitudes have 
on each other, is in the same proportion as if the semi- 
ameter of the two wheels were joined together and made 
into that kind of lever’ I have described, suspended at the 
/ part where the semi-diameters join; for the two. wheels, 
entifically considered, are no other than the two circles 
rated by the motion of the compound lever. 

It is from the study of the true theology that all our 

Knowledge of science is derived, and it is from that knowl- 
edge that all the arts have originated. 

“The Almighty Lecturer, by displaying the principles of 
"science in the structure of the universe, has invited man to 
"study and to imitation. It is as if He had said to the inhab- 
ints of this globe, that we call ours, “I have made an earth 
for man to dwell upon, and I have rendered the starry heav- 
ms visible, to teach him science and the arts. He can now 
ovide for his own comfort, AND LEARN FROM MY MUNIFI- 
NCE TO ALL, TO BE KIND TO EACH OTHER.” 
_ Of what use is it, unless it be to teach man something, that 
eye is endowed with the power of beholding to an incom- 
nsible distance, an immensity of worlds revolving in 

ocean of space? Or of what use is it that this immensity 


orth Star, with the moving orbs he has named Satur 


= ~ Jupiter, Mars; Venus, and Mercury, if no uses are to follo 


_ from their being visible?, A less power of vision would have 
_ been sufficient for man, if the immensity he now assesses 


ee of space glittering with shows. 
It is only by icomtenapiaVs what he calls the starry hi 


- Fuse in their being visible to him, or ally advantage resulting _ 
from his on SS ison sh when he ee thee 


or an - ee S penida English. From what ¥ we kno 
of the Greeks, it does not appear that they knew or st 
-any language but their own, and this was one cause of 
oe. so learned: it afforded them more time 


: It, Pecos, became necessary olor the people of other’ 
0 Ss who spoke a different ape unge that some among | oe 


hie he ccs had, might be made ‘known in those na- — 
_ by translating the ‘Greek books of science and philoso- 
to the mother- tongue of each nation. : 
1e study, therefore, of the Greek language (and in the - 
manner for the Latin) was no other than the drudg- 
iness of a linguist; and the language thus obtained, 
ther than the means, as it were the tools, empl 
ta the learning the Greeks had. It made no part of the 
ing itself, on was so distinct from it, as to make it Se 


ages may Betibute to the prceres and communication - 
Bete, oad it has” nothing to do with the creation of — 


ash more of a one language in tbe year, thea 
a language in seven, and it is but seldom that the 
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milkmaid of the Romans; it would therefore be advanta 
geous to the state of learning to abolish the study of the deat 
languages, and to make learning consist, as it originally did 
in scientific knowledge. 

The apology that jis sometimes made for continuing t 
teach-the dead languages is, that they are taught at | 
time when a child is not capable of exerting any other men 
tal faculty than that of memory; but that is altogether erro 
neous. The human mind has a natural disposition to scien 
tific knowledge, and to the things connected with it. Th 
first and favorite amusement of a child, even before it begin 
to play, is that of imitating the works of man. It build 
houses with cards or sticks; it navigates the little ocean of | 
bowl of water with a paper boat, or dams the stream of ; 
gutter and contrives something which it calls a mill; and i 
interests itself in the fate of its works with a care that re 
sembles affection. It afterwards goes to school, where it 
genius is killed by the barren study of a dead language, ant 
the philosopher is lost in the linguist. : 

But the apology that is now made for continuing to teac! 
the dead languages, could not be the cause, at first, of cut 
ting down learning to the narrow and humble sphere of lin 
guistry; the cause, therefore, must be sought for elsewhere 
In all researches of this kind, the best evidence that can b 
produced, is the internal evidence the thing carries with it 
self, and the evidence of circumstances that unite with it 
both of which, in this case, are not difficult to be discoverec 

Putting then aside, as a matter of distinct consideratior 
the outrage offered to the moral justice of God by supposin 
him to make the innocent suffer for the guilty, and also th 
loose morality and low contrivance of supposing him ft 
change himself into the shape of a man, in order to make a 
excuse to himself for not executing his supposed sente nC 
upon Adam—putting, I say, those things aside as matt 


+See 


an system on faith, ‘including in it the whimsical ac- 

of the creation—the strange story of Eve—the snake 

the apple—the ambiguous idea of a man-god—the cor- 

] idea of the death of a god—the mythological idea of a 

ly of gods, and the Christian system of arithmetic, that ~ 

ee are one, and one is three, are all irreconcilable, not only — 
he divine gift of reason that God hath given to man, but : 


knowledge that man gains of the power and wisdom. 


d, by the aid of the sciences and by studying the struc- 
the universe that God has made. i 

‘he setters-up,. therefore, and the advocates of the Chris- — 
tem of faith could not but foresee that the continually ce 
fogressive knowledge that man would gain, by the aid of ~ 
ce, of the power and wisdom of God, manifested in the 
cture of the universe and in all the works of Creation, 


militate against, and call into question, the truth of — 


ei system of faith; and therefore it became necessary to 
put 90se to cut fe hine down to a size less dangerous to — 
ject, ‘and this they effected by restricting the idea of 
‘ning to the dead study of dead languages. sgt 
y not only rejected the study of science out of the 
hristian schools, but they persecuted it, and it is only with- 


out the last two centuries that the study has been re- 


0 late as 1610, Galileo, a Florentine, discovered and 
luced the use of telescopes, and by ably them to — 
ve the motions eas appearances of the heavenly bodies, 
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habitable in every part where there was land; yet the truth 
of this is now too well known even to be told. 

If the belief of errors not morally bad did no mischief, i 
would make no part of the moral duty of man to oppose and 
remove them. There was no moral ill in believing the earth 
was flat like a trencher, any more. than there was moral 
virtue in believing that it was round like a globe; neither was 
there any moral ill in believing that the Creator made na 
other world than this, any more than there was moral virtue 
in believing that he made millions, and that the infinity of 
space is filled with worlds, But when a system of religion is 
made to grow out of a supposed system of creation that is not 
true, and to unite itself therewith in a manner almost insepa- 
rable therefrom, the case assumes an entirely different 
ground. It is then that errors not morally bad become fraught 
with the same mischiefs as if they were. It is then that the 
truth, though otherwise indifferent itself, becomes an essen: 
tial, by becoming the criterion that either confirms by cor- 
responding evidence, or denies by contradictory evidence, the 
reality of the religion itself. In this view of the case, it is the 
moral duty of man to obtain every possible evidence that the 
structure of the heavens, or any other part of creation affords 
with respect to systems of religion. But this, the supporters 
or partisans of the Christian system, as if dreading the re- 
sult, incessantly opposed, and not only rejected the sciences 
but persecuted the professors. Had Newton or Descartes 
lived three or four hundred years ago, and pursued theil 
studies as they did, it is most probable they would not have 
lived to finish them; and had Franklin drawn lightning fron 
the clouds at the same time, it would have been at the hazare 
of expiring for it in the flames. . 

Later times have laid all the blame upon the Goths ane 
Vandals; but, however unwilling the partisans of the Cl 
tian system may be to believe or to acknowledae ite 


t is owing to this ie interregnum of science, and to no 
cause, that we have now to look through a vast chasm 
any hundred years to the respectable characters we call 
‘ancients. Had the progression of knowledge gone on 
portionably with that stock that before existed, that 
sm would have been filled up with characters rising su- 
rior in knowledge to each other; and those ancients we 
yw SO much admire would have appeared respectably in the 
ackground of the scene. But the Christian system laid 


Es 


i waste; and if we take our stand about the beginning of 

[ he sixteenth century, we look back through that long chasm 

the. times of the ancients, as over a vast sandy desert, in 

nich not a shrub appears to intercept the vision to the 
ile hills beyond. 


¢ tis impossible for us now to know at what time the heathen mythology began; 
it is certain, from the internal evidence that it carries, that it did not begin in 
Same state or condition in which it ended. All the ‘gods of that mythology, 
Saturn, were of) modern invention. The supposed-reign of Saturn was prior 
which is called the heathen: mythology, and was so far a species of theism, 
admitted the belief of only one God. Saturn is supposed to have abdicated 
Bement in favor of his three sons and one daughter, Jupiter, Pluto, Nep- 
and Juno; after this, thousands of other Gods and demi-gods were imagi- 
ly created, and the calendar of gods increased as fast as the calendar of 
s and the calendars of courts have increased since. 
the corruptions that have taken place in theology and in religion, have been 
iced by admitting of what man calls revealed religion. The Mythologists pre- 
ed to more revealed religion than the Christians do. They had their oracles 
heir priests, who were supposed to receive and deliver the word of God 
on almost all occasions. 
then, all corruptions, down from Moloch to modern _predestinarianism, 
1e human sacrifices of the heathens to the Christian sacrifice of the Creator, 
produced by’ admitting of what is called revealed religion, the most 
means to prévent all such evils and impositions is not to admit of any : 
elation than/ that which-is manifested in the book of creation, and to — 
e the creation as the only true and real word of God that ever did or 
it; and that pyercehine else, called the word of God, is fable and 
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It is an inconsistency scarcely possible to be credited, that 
anything should exist, under the name of a religion, that held 
it to be irreligious to study and contemplate the structure of 
the universe that God has made. But the fact is too well 
established to be denied. The event that served more than 
any other to break the first link in this long chain of despotic 
ignorance is that known by the name of the Reformation by 
Luther._ From that time, though it does not appear to have 
made any part of the intention of Luther, or of those who 
are called reformers, the sciences began to revive, and liber- 
ality, their natural associate, began to appear. This was the 
only public good the Reformation did; for with respect to 
religious good, it might as well not have taken place. The 
mythology still continued the same, and a multiplicity of 
National Popes grew out of the downfall of the Pope! of 
Christendom. 

Having thus shown from the internal evidence of thine 
the cause that produced a change in the state of learning, 
and the motive for substituting the study of the dead lan- 
guages in the place of the sciences, I proceed, in addition to 
several observations already made in the former part of this 
work, to compare, or rather to confront, the evidence that 
the structure of the universe affords with the Christian 
system of religion; but, as I cannot begin this part better 
than by referring to the ideas that occurred to me at an 
early part of life, and which I doubt not have occurred in 
some degree to almost every person at one time or other 
I shall state what those ideas were, and add thereto such 
other matter as shall arise out of the subject, giving to the 
whole, by way of preface, a short introduction. ~ ‘ 

My father being of the Quaker profession, it was mj 
good fortune to have an exceedingly good moral educatic 
and a tolerable stock of useful learning. Though I went 
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rammar school,* I did not learn Latin, not only be- 
I had no inclination to learn languages, but because 
the objection the Quakers have against the books in 
nich the language is taught. But this did not prevent me 
om being acquainted with the subject of all the Latin 
ks used in the school. . 
“he natural bent of my mind was to science. I had some — 
, and I believe some talent, for poetry; but this I rather 
essed than encouraged, as leading too much into the — 
field of imagination. As soon as I was able I purchased a 
r of globes, and attended the philosophical lectures of. 
rtin and Ferguson, and became afterward acquainted with 
yr. Bevis, of the society called the Royal Society, then 
ing in the Temple, and an excellent astronomer. 
had no disposition for what is called politics. It pre- 
ted to my mind no other idea than as contained in the 
1 Jockeyship. When therefore, I turned my thoughts 
“matter of government, I had to form a system for ' ~ 
lf that accorded with the moral and philosophic princi- ~ — 
s in which I have been educated. I saw, or at least I~ 
ught I saw, a'vast scene opening itself to the world in the 
‘s\of America; and it appeared to-me that unless the — 
ericans changed the plan they were pursuing with re- 
to the government of England, and declared themselves 
ependent,- they would not only involve themselves in a 
Itiplicity of new difficulties, but shut out the prospect 
that was then offering itself to mankind through their means. 
t was from these motives that I published the work known — 
e name of Common Sense, which was the first work I 
r did publish; and so far as I can judge of myself, I be- — 
eve I should never have been known in the world as an — 
hor, on any subject whatever, had it not been for thess 


sam school Thetford in Norfolk that set eA Counsellor Mingay 
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affairs of America. I wrote Common Sense the latter end of 
the year 1775, and published it the first of January, 1776. 
Independence was declared the fourth of July following. > 
Any person who has made observations on the state’ 
and progress of the human mind, by observing his own, 
cannot.but have observed that there are two distinct classes 
of what are called thoughts—those that we produce in our-— 
selves by reflection and the act of thinking, and those that” 
bolt into the mind of their own accord. I have always made 
it a rule to treat those voluntary visitors with civility, taking” 
care to examine, as well as I was able, if they were worth” 
entertaining, and it is from them I have acquired almost all” 
the knowledge that I have. As to the learning that any 
person gains from school education, it serves only, like a? 
small capital, to put him in a way of beginning learning for. 
himself afterward. Every person of learning is finally his 
own teacher, the reason of which is that principles, being a” 
distinct quality to circumstances, cannot be impressed upon” 
the memory; their place of mental residence is the under- 
standing and they are never so lasting as when they begin” 
by conception. Thus much for the introductory part. 
From the time I was capable of conceiving an idea an 
acting upon it by reflection, I either doubted the truth o 
the Christian system or thought it to be a strange affair; 
scarcely knew which it was, but I well remember, when about | 
seven or eight years of age, hearing a sermon read by a rela-_ 
tion of mine, who was a great devotee of the Church, upon 
the subject of what is called redemption by the death of the 
Son of God. After the sermon was ended, I went into th 
garden, and as I was going down the garden steps (for 
perfectly recollect the spot) I revolted at the recollection of 
what I had heard, and thought to myself that it was mak 
God Almighty act like a passionate man, that killed his 
when he could not revenge himself in any other way, and 


Pat on a ae 
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Was sure a man would be hanged that did such a thing, I 
could not see for what purpose they preached such sermons. 
This was not one of that kind of thoughts that had anything 
in it of childish levity; it was to me a serious reflection, aris- 
ing from the idea I had that God was too good to do such an 
action, and also too almighty to be under any necessity of 
doing it. I believe in the same manner at this moment; and 
moreover believe, that any system of religion that has any- 
ng in it that shocks the mind of a child, cannot be a true 
em. 
» It seems as if parents of the Christian profession were 
‘ashamed to tell their children anything about the prin- 
“ciples of their religion. They sometimes instruct them in 
als, and talk to them of the goodness of what they call 
ovidence, for the Christian mythology has five deities— 
‘there is God the Father, God the Son, God the Holy Ghost, 
‘the God Providence, and the Goddess N ature. But the Chris- 
jan story of God the Father putting his son to death, or em- 
»ploying people to do it (for that is the plain language of the 
"Story) cannot be told by a parent to a child; and to tell him 
t it was done to make mankind happier and better is 
sing the story still worse—as if mankind could be im- 
wed by the example of murder; and to tell him that all 
is a mystery is only making an excuse for the incredibil- 
of it. 
How different is this to the pure and simple profession 
i Deism! The true Deist has but one Deity, and his religion 
onsists in contemplating the power, wisdom, and benignity 
the Deity in his works, and in endeavoring to imitate him 
in everything moral, scientifical, and mechanical. 
_ The religion that approaches the nearest of all others 
to true Deism, in the moral and benign part thereof, is that 
‘ofessed by the Quakers; but they have contracted them- 
; too much, by leaving. the works of God out of their 
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~ system. Though I reverence their philanthropy, I cannot 
help smiling at the conceit, that if the taste of a Quaker 
could have been consulted at the creation, what a silent 
and drab-colored creation it would have been! Not a flower 
would have blossomed its gayeties, nor a bird been Me: 
mitted to sing. 

Quitting these reflections, I proceed to other matters. ~ 
After I had made myself master of the use of the globes 
and of the orrery,* and conceived an idea of the infinity of 
‘space, and the eternal divisibility of matter, and obtains 
at least a general knowledge of what is called natural philoso-— 
phy, I began to.compare, or, as I have before said, to con-" 
front the eternal evidence those things afford with the | 
Christian system of faith. Pate. 

Though it is not a direct article of the Christian system,’ 
that this world that we inhabit is the whole of the habitabl 
creation, yet it is so worked up therewith, from what is — 
~called the Mosaic account of the Creation, the story of Eve 
-and the apple, and the counterpart of that story, the death — 
of the Son of God, that to believe otherwise, that is, to be- 
lieve that God created a plurality of worlds, at least as 
numerous as what we call stars, renders the Christian system 
of faith at once little and ridiculous, and scatters it in the 


~ mind like feathers in the air. The two beliefs cannot be held 


- together in the same mind, and he who thinks that he be~ 
lieves both, has thought but little of either. 
Though the belief of a plurality of worlds was ait 
“to the ancients, it is only within the last three centurie 
that the extent and dimensions of this globe that we inhabi 


* As this book may fall into the hands of persons who do not know wha 
-orrery is, it is for their information I add this note, as the name'gives no idéa | 
the uses of the thing. The orrery has its name from the person who invented 
It is a machinery 6f clock-work, representing the universe in miniature, — 

which the revolution of the earth round itself and round the sun 
of the-moon round the earth, the revolution of the planets round ie 
relative distances from the sun, as the centre of the whole s: stem, t ir, 
é eres from each other, and eo different magn ude: E 
in what we! call ‘the heavens, 
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: “have been ascertained. Several vessels, following the tract of 
‘the ocean, have sailed entirely round the world, as a man 
“may march in a circle, and come round by the contrary side 
of the circle to the spot he set out from. The circular dimen- 
‘sions of our world, in the widest part, as a man would meas- . 
‘ure the widest round of an apple or ball, is only twenty- 
‘five thousand and twenty English miles, reckoning sixty-nine 
‘miles and a half to an equatorial degree, and may be sailed 
‘round in the space of about three. years.* 

_ A world of this extent may, at first thought, appear to us 
0 be great; but if we compare it with the immensity of 
pace in which it is suspended, like a bubble or balloon in 
he air, it is infinitely less in proportion than the smallest 
tain of sand is to the size of the world, or the finest particle 
of dew to the whole ocean, and is therefore but small; and, 
"as will be hereafter shown, is only one of a system of worlds 
of which the universal creation is composed. . 
- Itis not difficult to gain some faint idea of the immensity 
f space in which this and all the other worlds are suspended, 
we follow a progression of ideas. When we think of the 
e or dimensions of a room, our ideas limit themselves to 
walls, and there they stop; but when our eye or our 
agination darts into space, that is, when it looks upward 
0 what we call the open air, we cannot conceive any 
$ or boundaries it can have, Bhd if for the sake of resting 
ideas, we suppose a: boundary, the question immediately 


ind in the same manner, what is beyond the next boundary? 
d so on till the fatigued imagination returns and says, 

ere is no end. Certainly, then, the Creator was not pent 

r room when he made this world no larger than it is, and 

have to seek the reason in something else. 

a ship “to sail, on an average, three miles in an hour, she would sail en- 


He the world in less than one year, if she could sail in a.direct circle; but 
to follow the course of the ocean. 
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If we take a survey of our own world, or rather of this, 7 
of which the Creator has given us the use as our portion in ~ 
the immense system of creation, we find every part of it i 

_ the earth, the waters, and the air that surrounds it—filled - 

_and, as it were, crowded with life, down from the largest — 

animals that we know of to the smallest insects the naked © 
eye can behold, and from thence to others still smaller, and 

'~ totally invisible without the assistance of the microscope. © 

' «Every tree, every plant, every leaf, serves not only as a habi- — 

- tation but-as a world to some numerous race, till animal 
existence becomes so exceedingly refined that the effluvia of a S 

blade of grass would be food for thousands. ¥ 

- Since, then, no part of our earth is left unoccupied, why 
is it to be supposed that the immensity of space is a naked | 
void, lying in eternal waste? There is room for millions of 

bvorlds as large or larger than ours, and each of them mil- 

lions of miles apart from\each other. ] 

Having now arrived at this point, if we carry our ideas 
only one thought further, we shall see, perhaps, the true 

» _— reason, at least a very good reason, for our happiness, why » 
_ the Creator, instead of making one immense world extending — 

_ Over an immense quantity of space, has preferred dividing | 
that quantity of matter into several distinct and separate | 
_-worlds, which we call planets, of which our earth i | is one. But | 
_ before I explain my ideas upon this subject, it is. necessary: 
(not for the sake of those who already know, but for those 

who do not) to show what the system of the universe is. 

That part of the universe that is called the solar ee 
(meaning the system of worlds to which our earth belongs 
and of which Sol, or in English language, the Sun, is th 
centre) consists, besides the Sun, of six distinct orbs, | 
planets, or worlds, besides the secondary bodies, called | 
patellites or moons, of which our earth bes one e that @ a 
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as the other satellites or moons attend. the planets or worlds 
to which they severally belong, as may be seen by the assist- 
ance of the telescope. 

The Sun is the centre, round which those six worlds or 
planets revolve at different distances therefrom, and in circles 
concentrate to each other. Each world keeps constantly in 
“hearly the same track round the Sun, and continues, at the 
Same time, turning round itself in nearly an upright posi- 
tion, as a top turns round itself when it is spinning on the 
ground, and leans a little sideways. 

‘It is this leaning of the earth (2314 degrees) that occa- 
"sions summer and winter, and the different length of days 
d nights. If the earth turned round itself in a position 
rpendicular to the plane or level of the circle it moves in 
around the Sun, as a top turns round when it stands erect 
on the ground, the days and nights would be always of the 
Same length, twelve hours day and twelve hours night, and 
the seasons would be uniformly the same throughout the 


Every time that a planet (our earth for example) turns 
"round itself, it makes what we call day and night; and every 
time it goes entirely round the Sun it makes what we call a 
ar; consequently our world turns three hundred and six- 
-five times round itself, in going once round the Sun.* 

The names that the ancients gave to those six worlds, and 
which are still called by the same names, are Mercury, Venus, 
this world that we call ours, Mars, Jupiter, and Saturn. They 
appear larger to the eye than the stars, being many million 
les nearer to our earth than any of the stars are. The 
anet Venus is that, which is called the evening star, and 
metimes the morning star, as she happens to set after or 


Those who cappicea that the sun went round the earth every 24 hours. made the 
‘mistake in idea that a cook would do in fact, that should make the fire go 
es meat, pasties at the meat” turning round itself toward the fire, 
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rise before the Sun, which in either case is never more than 
- three hours. 
The Sun, as before said, being the centre, the planet 
or world nearest the Sun is Mercury; his distance from the 
-  §$un is thirty-four million miles, and he moves round in a =. 
"circle always at that distance from’ the Sun, as a top may 
- be supposed to spin round in the track in which a horse. 
- _ goes in a inill. The second world is Venus; she is fifty-seven © 
- _ million miles distant from the Sun, and consequently moves ! 
round in a circle much greater than that of Mercury. The , 
third world is this that we inhabit, and which is eighty-eight 
million miles distant from the Sun, and consequently moves 2 
round in a circle greater than that of Venus. The fourth 
world is Mars; he is distant from the Sun one hundred and 
thirty-four million miles, and consequently moves round in a + 
_ circle greater than that of our earth. The fifth is Jupiter; 
- he is distant from the Sun five hundred and fifty-seven mil- 
- lion miles, and consequently moves round in a circle greater” 
than that of Mars. The sixth world is Saturn; he is distant 
from the Sun seven hundred and sixty-three million miles, 
_ and consequently moves round in a circle that surrounds 
' the circles, or orbits, of all the other worlds or planets. 
The space, therefore, in the air, or in the immensity of” 
space, that our solar system takes up for the several worlds 
to perform their revolutions in round the Sun, is of the ex 
tent in a straight line of the whole diameter of the orbit or 
circle, in which Saturn moves round the Sun, which bei 
double his distance from the Sun, is fifteen hundred and 
twenty-six million miles and its circular extent is nearly five 
~ thousand million, and its globular contents is almost three 
thousand five hundred million: times three thousand fi 
hundred million square miles.* ais 
- * Tf it should be asked, how can man know these things? I havele 


to give, which is, that man knows how to calculate an_ eclipse, 
calculate, to a minute of ne hes the planet Venus, in mak 
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But this, immense as it is, is only one system of worlds. 
_ Beyond this, at a vast distance into space, far beyond all 
‘power of calculation, are the stars called the fixed stars. 
' They are called fixed, because they have no revolutionary 
Motion, as the six worlds or planets have that I have been 
_ describing. Those fixed stars continue always at the same 
» distance from each other, and always in the same place, as 
‘the Sun does in the centre of our system. The probability, 
therefore is, that each of those fixed stars is also a Sun, round 
vhich another system of worlds or planets, though too re- 
mote for us to discover, performs its revolutions, as our 
‘system of worlds does round our central Sun. 

| By this easy progression of ideas, the immensity of space 
will appear to us to be filled with systems of worlds, and 
that no part of space lies at waste, any more than-any part 
‘of the globe of earth and water is left unoccupied. 

Having thus endeavored to convey, in a familiar and 
€aSy manner, some idea of the structure of the universe, 
“return to explain what I before alluded to, namely,: the 
'Breat benefits arising to man in consequence of the Creator 
ving made a plurality of worlds, such as our system is, 
Consisting of a central Sun and six worlds, besides satellites, 
m preference to that of creating one world only of a vast 
extent. 

It is an idea I have never lost sight of, that all our knowl- 
edge of science is derived from the revolutions (exhibited 
“to our eye dnd from thence to our understanding) which 


» around the sun will come in a straight line between our earth and the sun, and 

pear to us about the size of a large pea passing across the face of the sun, 
actos but twice in about a hundred years, at the distance of about eight 
ars from each other, and has happened twice in our time, both of which were 

iown by calculation. It can also be known when they will happen again for a 
uisand years to come, or to any other portion of time. As, therefore, man could 
be able to do Mala things if he did not understand the solar system, and the 
er in. which the revolutions of the several planets or worlds are performed, 
of calculating an eclipse, ora transit of Venus, is a proof in point that the 
lige exists; and as to a few thousand, or even a few million miles, more or 
, it makes scarcely any sensible difference in such immense distances. 


_ posed make in their circuit round the Sun. _ 

__ Had, then, the quantity of matter which these six worl 
contain been ‘blended into one solitary globe, the consequenc 
to us would have been that either no revolutionary motion 
would have existed, or not a sufficiency of it to give to us” 

_ the idea and the knowledge of science we now have; and it i 
from the sciences that all the mechanical arts that contribut 

~ so much to our earthly felicity and comfort are derived. . 

As, therefore, the Creator made nothing in vain, so a 
"must it be believed that he organized the structure of the — 
_ universe in the most nea manner for the benefit 


a which benefits we should not have had the opportunity. ¢ 
enjoying, if the structure, so far as relates to our system, h 
_ been a solitary a eae can discover at least one reaso 
_ why a plurality of worlds has been made, and that rea 
- calls forth the devotional gratitude of man, as well as_ 

~ admiration. : 
But it is not to us, the inhabitants of this globe, 
that the benefits arising from a plurality of worlds are 


Bair « savth: as we behold heins All the planets revere 
sight of each other, and, therefore, the same universal schoc 
of science presents itself to all.” ea 

: _ Neither does the knowledge stop here. The syst 


universe. “The solitary idea a a solitary. world, roll- — 
at rest in the immense ocean of space, gives pla uf 
e cheerful idea of a society of worlds, so happily con- 

ed as to administer, even by their motion, instruction 
man. We see our own earth filled with abundance, but we 
get to consider how much of that abundance is owing to * 
ientific knowledge the vast machinery of the universe 

unfolded. 


it, in the midst of those reflections, what are we to. 


f the Christian system of faith, that forms itself 

e idea of only one world, and that of no greater — 

ent, as is before shown, than twenty-five thousand miles? 
tent which a man walking at the rate of three miles 
ur, for twelve hours in the day, could he keep on in — 


cular direction, would walk entirely round in less than 


years. Alas! what i is this to the mighty ocean of space, 
§ the almighty power of the Creator? 

whence, then, could arise the solitary and strange _ 
that the Almighty, who had millions of worlds equally 
yendent on his protection, should quit the care of all the | 
ft es 

ind. come. to die in our world, because, they say, one 
and one woman had eaten ar apple? And, on the other — 
we to suppose that every world in the boundless’ ; 
tion had an Eve, an apple, a serpent, and a redeemer? 
this case, the person who is irreverently called the Son - 
d, and sometimes God himself, would have nothing 
to do than to travel from world to world, in an endless 
ession of deaths, with scarcely a eerentary. interval — 


a 


sapling the evidence that the word or 
pepper afford to our’ ESEDSES,: and. the 
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and whimsical systems of faith and of religion have been 
fabricated and set up. There may be many systems of 
religion that, so far from being morally bad, are in many 
respects morally good; but there can be but one that is 
true; and that one necessarily must, as it ever will, be in all 
things consistent with the everexisting word of God that we 
behold in his works. But such is the strange construction of 
the Christian system of faith that every evidence the 
Heavens afford to man either directly contradicts it or ren= 
ders it absurd. 

It is possible to believe, and I always feel pleasure in en= 
couraging myself to believe it, that there have been men in 
the world who persuade themselves that what is called a 
pious fraud might, at least under particular circumstances, be 
productive of some good. But the fraud being once estab: 
lished, could not afterward be explained, for it is with a pious 
fraud as with a bad action, it begets a calamitous necessity of 


- going on. 


The persons who first preached the Christian system a 
faith, and in some measure combined it with the morality 
preached by Jesus Christ, might persuade themselves that 
it was better than the heathen mythology that then -pre- 
vailed. From the first preachers the fraud went on to the 
second, and to the third, till the idea of its being a pious 
fraud became lost in the belief of its being true; and that 
belief became again encouraged by the interests of those 
who made a livelihood by preaching it. 

But though such a belief might by such means be ren- 
dered almost general among the laity, it is next to impos 
sible to account for the continual persecution carried on by 
the Church, for several hundred years, against the science: 
and apatnst: the professors of science, if the Church had 1 
some record or tradition that it was originally no other 
a pious fraud, or did not foresee that it could not be 


een the fel word of God existing in the universe, and that 
h is called.the Word of God, as shown to us in a printed 
that any man might make, I proceed to speak of the ~ 
ee principal means that have been employed in all ages, 

d p perhaps in all countries, to impose upon mankind. 


Figo. first are incompatible with true religion, and the 
td ought always to be suspected. 

ith respect to mystery, everything we behold is, in one 
ise, a mystery to us. Our own existence is a mystery; the 
ole vegetable world is a mystery. We cannot account how 
is that an acorn, when put into the ground, is made to 
Elop itself, and become an oak. We know not how it is 
the seed we sow unfolds and multiplies itself, and re- 
ns to us such an abundant interest for so small a capital. 
The fact, however, as distinct from the operating cause, 
a mystery, because we see it, and we know also the 
we are to use, which is no other than putting the ~- 
mto the ground. We know, therefore, as much as is 
ary for us to know; and that part of the operation 

| we do not know, and which, if we did, we could not 
rform, the Creator takes upon himself and performs it for 


ret, and left to do it for ourselves. 
though every created thing is, in this sense, a mystery, — 


é pi than obscurity can be applied to light. The God in 
m we believe is a God of moral truth, and not a God of — 
or obscurity. _Mystery is the antagonist of truth. — 
human invention, that obscures truth, and 
» Truth never envelops_ itself in 
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“mystery, and the mystery in which it is at any time envel- 


oped is the work of its antagonist, and never of itself. 

Religion, therefore, being the belief of a God and the 
practice of moral truth, cannot have connection with mys- 
tery. The belief of a God, so far from having anything of 
mystery in it, is of all beliefs the most easy, because it arises 
to us, as is before observed, out of necessity. And the prac- 
tice of moral truth, or, in other words, a practical imitation 
of the moral goodness of God, is no other than our acting 
toward each other as he acts benignly toward all. We cannot 
serve God in the manner we serve those who cannot do with- 
out such service; and, therefore, the only idea we can have 
of serving God, is that of contributing to the happiness of 
the living creation that God has made. This cannot be done 
by retiring ourselves from the society of the ibs and 
spending a recluse life in selfish devotion. 

The very nature and design of religion, if I may so ex- 
press it, prove even to demonstration that it must be free 
from everything of mystery, and unencumbered with every- 
thing that is mysterious. Religion, considered as a duty, is 
incumbent upon every living soul alike, and, therefore, must 
be on a level with the understanding and comprehension of 
all. Man does not learn religion as he learns the secrets and 
mysteries of a trade. He learns the theory of religion by re- 
flection. It arises out of the action of his own mind upon the 
things which he sees, or upon what he may happen to hear o1 
to read, and the practice joins itself thereto. 

When men, whether from policy or pious fraud, set uf 
systems of fehaion incompatible with the word or works 
ef God in the creation, and not only above, but repugnant 
to human comprehension, they were under the necessity ©: 
inventing or adopting a word that should serve as a bar tt 
all questions, inquiries and speculation. The word myster 
answered this purpose, and ioe it has mae that rel 


jon, , which is in itself without mystery,-has been corrupted 
) a fog of mysteries. 

mystery answered all general purposes, ‘miracle fol- 
red as an occasional auxiliary. The former served to be- je 
iider the mind, the latter to puzzle the senses. The one was 
go, the other the legerdemain. 

t before going further into this subject, it will be proper 
nquire what is to be understood by a miracle. 

n the same sense that everything may be said to be a 
ry, so also may it be said that everything is a miracle, 
that no one thing is a greater miracle than another. The 
hant, though larger, is not a greater miracle than a mite, 
£ mountain a greater miracle than an atom. To an ae 
hty power, it is no more difficult to make the one than 
Other, and no more difficult to make millions of worlds 
to make one. Everything, therefore, is a miracle, in one 
, whilst in the other sense, there is no such thing as a 
' acle. It is a miracle when compared to our power and to 
1 “comprehension, it is not a miracle compared to the 
ar that performs it; but as nothing in this description 
ys the idea that is affixed to the word miracle, it is 
ary to carry the inquiry further. 

kind have conceived to themselves certain laws, by 
1 what they call nature is supposed to act; and that a 
le is something contrary to the operation and effect of 
aws; but unless we know the whole extent of those 
and of what are, commonly called the powers of nature, 
not able to judge whether anything that may appear 
wonderful or miraculous be within, or be beyond, or 
ntrary to, her natural power of acting. 

ascension of a man several miles high in the air- 
-haye everything in it that constitutes the idea of a 
y if it were not known that a species of air can be gen- 
eral times lighter" hae the common atnose he 


a 
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i 
air, and yet possess elasticity enough to prevent the balloon 
in which that light air is enclosed from being compress 
into as many times less bulk by the common air that sur 
rounds it. In like manner, extracting flames or sparks of fi 
from the human body, as visible as from a steel struck with 
a flint, and causing iron or steel to move without any ee 
agent, would also give the idea of a miracle, if we were 
acquainted with electricity and magnetism. So also wou 
many other experiments in natural philosophy, to those wh 
are not acquainted with the subject. The restoring person 
to life who are to appearance dead, as is practised upon 
drowned persons, would also be a miracle, if it were not 
known that animation is capable of being suspended with- 
out being extinct. 

’ Besides these, there are performances by sleight-of-hand 
and by persons acting in concert, that have a miraculous ap- 
pearance, which when known are thought nothing of. And 
besides these, there are mechanical and optical deception: 
There is now an exhibition in Paris of ghosts or spectre 
which, though it is not imposed upon the spectators as a fac 
has an astonishing appearance. As, therefore, we know mn 
the extent to which either nature or art can go, there is n¢ 
positive criterion to determine what a miracle is, and man: 
kind, in giving credit to appearances, under the idea of ther 
being miracles, are subject to be continually imposed upon. ~ 

Since, then, appearances are so capable of deceiving, ar 
things not real have a strong resemblance to things that are 
nothing can be more inconsistent than to suppose that th 
Almighty would make use of means such as are calle 
miracles, that would subject the person who performed th 
to the suspicion of being an impostor, and the person wh 
related them to be suspected of lying, and the doctrine ii 
tended to be supported thereby to be suspected as a f: 
invention. 
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f all the modes of evidence that ever were invented 
btain belief to any system or opinion to which the name 
eligion has been given, that of miracle, however success- 
the imposition may have been, is the most inconsistent. 
_ in the first place, whenever recourse is had to show, 
the purpose of procuring that belief, (for a miracle, un- ~ 
any idea of the word, is a show), it implies a lameness 
veakness in the doctrine that is preached. And, in the 
nd place, it is degrading the Almighty into the character 
showman, playing tricks to amuse and make the people 
- and wonder. It is also the most equivocal sort of evi- 
ce that can be set up; for the belief is not to depend 
n the thing called a miracle, but upon the credit of the 
ter who says that he saw it; and, therefore, the thing, 
true, would have no better chance of being believed 
jan if it were a lie. 
‘Suppose I were to say, that when I sat down to write 
| book, a hand presented itself in the air, took up the 
. and wrote every word that is herein written; would 
body believe me? Certainly they would not. Would they 
elieve me a whit the more if the thing had been a fact? Cer- 
ily they would not. Since, then, a real miracle, were it to 
, would be subject to the same fate as the falsehood, 
onsistency becomes the greater of supposing the Al- 
would make use of means that would not: answer the 
for which they were intended, even if they were real. 
we are to suppose a miracle to be something so entirely 
the course of what is called nature, that she must 
of that course to accomplish | it, and we see an account 
‘such miracle by the person who said he saw it, it 
question in the mind very easily decided, which is, 
a 10re probable that nature should go out of her course, 
man should tell a lie? We have never seen, inour | 
e go out of her course; but we have good reason 
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to believe that millions of lies have been told in the samme 
time; it is, therefore, at least millions to one, that the be 
porter of a miracle tells a lie. 

The story of the whale swallowing Jonah, though a wha 
is large enough to do it, borders greatly on the marvelous; 
but it would have approached nearer to the idea of a miracle, 
if Jonah had swallowed the whale. In this, which may serve 
for all cases of miracles, the matter would decide itself, as 
before stated, namely, is it more probable that a man shoul 
have swallowed a whale or told a lie? 

But suppose that Jonah had really, swallowed the wha 
and gone with it in his belly to Nineveh, and, to convince 
the people that it was true, had cast it up in their sight, of 
the full length and size of a’whale, would they not have be: 
lieved him to have been the devil, instead of a prophet? Or 
if the whale had carried Jonah to Ninevah, and cast him ur 
in the same public manner, would they not have believed 
the whale to have been the devil, and Jonah one of : 
imps? 

The most extraordinary of all the things called caine 
related in the New Testament, is that of the devil flying 
away with Jesus Christ, and catrying him to the top of < 
high mountain, and to the top of the highest pinnacle of the 
temple, and showing him and promising to him all the king: 
doms of the World. How happened it that he did not discovel 
America, or is it only with kingdoms that his sooty highie 
has any interest? 

I have too much respect for the moral character of Chris 
to believe that he told this whale of a miracle himself t 
neither is it easy to account for what purpose it could hay 
been fabricated, unless it were to impose upon the co 
seurs of miracles, as is sometimes practised upon the 
noisseurs of Queen Anne’s farthings and collectors 0 
and antiquities; or to render the belief of miracles 
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Vy outdoing miracles, as Don Quixote outdid chivalry; or to 
ibarrass the belief of miracles, by making it doubtful by 
t power, whether of God or of the devil, anything called 
miracle was performed. It requires, however, a great deal 
if faith in the devil to believe this miracle. 
» Ineyery point of view in which those things called miracles 
an be placed and considered, the reality of them is improb- 
and their existence unnecessary. They would not, as be- 
observed, answer any useful purpose, even if they were 
; for it is more difficult to obtain belief to a miracle, 
in to a principle .evidently moral without any miracle. 
oral principle speaks universally for itself. Miracle could 
le but a thing of the moment, and seen but by a few; after 
it requires a transfer of faith from God to man to be- 
a miracle upon man’s report. Instead, therefore, of ad- 
ing the recitals of miracles as evidence of any system of 
on being true, they ought to be considered as symptoms 
being fabulous. It is necessary to the full and upright 
acter of truth that it rejects' the crutch, and it is con- 
with the character of fable to seek the aid that truth 
ts. Thus much for mystery and miracle. 
; mystery and miracle took charge of the past and the 
prophecy took-charge of the future and rounded the 
of faith. It was not sufficient to know what had been 
, but what would be done. The supposed prophet was 
supposed historian of times to come; and if he happened, 
ting with a long bow of a thousand years, to strike 
a thousand miles of a mark, the ingenuity of posterity 
d make it point-blank; and if he happened to be directly 
g, it was only to suppose, as in the case of Jonah and 
, that God had repented himself and changed his- 
What a fool do fabulous systems make of man! 
been shown, in a former part of this work, that the 
meaning of the words prophet and prophesying has 
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been changed, and that a prophet, in the sense of the word 
as now used, is a creature of modern invention; and it i 
owing to this change in the meaning of the words, that the 
flights and metaphors of the Jewish poets, and phrases an¢ 
expressions now rendered obscure by our not being ac: 
quainted with the local circumstances to which they appliec 
at the time they were used, have been erected into prophecies 
and made to bend to explanations at the will and whimsical 
conceits of sectaries, expounders, and commentators. Every- 
thing unintelligible was prophetical, and everything insignifi- 
cant was typical..A blunder would have served for a pro: 
phecy, and a dish-clout for a type. | 

If by a prophet we are to suppose a man to whom the 
Almighty communicated some event that would take place 
in future, either there were such men or there were not. 
there were, it is consistent to believe that the event so com: 
municated would be told in terms that could be understood 
and not related in such-a loose and obscure manner as to be 
out of the comprehension of those that heard it, and s¢ 
equivocal as to fit almost any circumstance that may hap: 
pen afterward. It is conceiving very irreverently of the Al. 
mighty, to suppose that he would deal in this jesting man: 
ner with mankind, yet all the things called prophecies it 
the book called the Bible come under this description. 

But it is with prophecy as it is with miracle; it could not 
answer the purpose even if it were real. Those to whom ¢ 
prophecy should be told, could not tell whether the mar 
prophesied or lied, or whether it had been revealed to him 
or whether he conceited it; and if the thing that he pro: 
phesied, or intended to prophesy, should happen, or so 
thing like it, among the multitude of things that are d 
happening, Hobody could again know whether he for 
it, or guessed at it, or whether it was accidental. A pr 
therefore, is a character useless and unnecessary 
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e side of the case is to guard against being imposed upon 
y not giving credit to such relations. 

Upon the whole, mystery, miracle, and prophecy are ap- 
ndages that belong to fabulous and not to true religion. 
r are the means by which so-many Lo, heres! and Lo, 
5/ have been spread about the world, and religion been 
into a trade. The success of one impostor gave encour- 
ent to another, and the quieting salvo of doing some 
by keeping up a pious fraud protected them from re- 


ving now extended the subject to a greater length than 
t intended, I shall bring it to-a close by abstracting a 
nary from the whole. 
st—That the idea or belief of a word of God existing 
print, or in writing, or in speech, is inconsistent in itself 
reasons already assigned. These reasons, among many 
are the want of a universal language; the mutability 
age; the errors to which translations are subject; the 
sibility of totally suppressing such a word; the probabil- 
Of altering it, or of fabricating the whole, and imposing 
the world. 
maly—That the-Creation we “behold is the real and 
ting word of God, in which we cannot be deceived. 
aims his power, it denansteatés his wisdom, it mani- 
is goodness and beneficence. 
dly—That the moral duty of man consists in imitat- 
moral goodness and beneficence of God, manifested 
e€ creation toward all his creatures. That seeing, as we 
do, the goodness of God to all men, it is an example 
1g upon all men to practise the same toward each other; 
onsequently, that everything of persecution and re- 
between man and man, and everything of cruelty to 
a violation of moral duty. 
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I trouble not myself about the manner of future exist- 
ence. I content myself with believing, even to positive con- 
viction, that the Power that gave me existence is able to con- 
tinue it, in any form and manner he pleases, either with ¢ 
without this body; and it appears more probable to me 
I shall continue to exist hereafter, than that I should ha Be 


had existence, as I now have, before that existence began. ; 


yi 


It is certain that, in one point, all the nations of the e 
and all religions agree—all believe in a God; the thi 
in which they disagree, are the redundancies annexed to t 
belief; and, therefore, if ever a universal religion sho 
prevail, it will not be by believing anything new, but in g 
ting rid of redundancies, and believing as man believed 
first. Adam, if. ever phere were such a man, was created 
Deist; but in the meantime, let every man follow, as 
has a right to do, the religion and the worship he prefers. 


END OF THE FIRST PART. 
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PREFACE TO PART IL 


_ HAVE mentioned in the former part of the Age of Rea-: 
_ son that it had long been my intention to publish my 
> thoughts upon religion; but that I had originally re- 
rved it to a later period in life, intending it to be the last 
ork I should undertake. The circumstances, however, which 

Sted in France in the latter end of the year 1793, deter- 
me to delay it no longer. The just and humane prin- 
of the revolution, which philosophy had first diffused, 
been departed from. The idea, always dangerous to 
ty, as it is derogatory to the Almighty, that priests could 
‘sins, though it seemed to exist no longer, had blunted 
ings of humanity, and prepared men for the commis- 
m of all manner of crimes. The intolerant spirit of Church 
fsecutions had transferred itself into politics; the tribunal 
led revolutionary, supplied the place of an inquisition; 
id the guillotine and the stake outdid the fire and fagot of 
urch. I saw many of my most intimate friends de- 
, others daily carried to prison, and I had reason to 
and had also intimations given me, that the same 
was approaching myself. 
er these disadvantages, I began the former part of the 
Reason; I had, besides, neither Bible nor Testament 
to, though I was writing against both; nor could I 
71 
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_ the Americans then in Paris went in a body to the con: 
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procure any; notwithstanding which, I have produced a 
work that no Bible believer, though writing at his ease, and 
with a library of Church books about him, can refute. 

Toward the latter end of December of that year, a mo= 
tion was made and carried, to exclude foreigners from the 
convention. There were but two in it, Anacharsis Cloots and 
myself; and I saw I was particularly pointed at by Bourdon 
de l’Oise, in his speech on that motion. 

Conceiving, after this, that I had but a few days of liberty, 
I sat down and brought the work to a close as speedily as 
possible; and I had not finished it more than six hours, in 
the state it has since appeared, before a guard came there, 
about three in the morning, with an order signed by the two 
Committees of Public Safety and Surety-General for putting 
me in arrestation as a foreigner, and conveyed me to the 
prison of the Luxembourg. I contrived, on my way there; 
to call on Joel Barlow, and I put the manuscript of the work 
into his hands, as more safe than in my possession in prison; 
and not knowing what might be the fate in France either of 
the writer or the work, I addressed it to the protection’ of a 
citizens of the United States. 

It is With justice that I say that the guard who executed this 
order, and the interpreter of the Committee of General Sure- 
ty who accompanied them to examine my papers, treated mé 
not only with civility, but with respect. The keeper of the 
Luxembourg, Bennoit, a man of a good heart, showed to m 
every friendship in his power, as did also all his famil 
while he continued in that station. He was removed from i 
put into arrestation, and carried before the tribunal upon a 
malignant accusation, but acquitted. 2 

After I had been in the Luxembourg about three we 


tion to reclaim me as their countryman and friend 
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were answered by the President, Vadier, who was also Presi- 
it of the Committee of Surety-General, and had signed 
ie order for my arrestation, that I was born in England. I 
e no more, after this, from any person out of the walls 
the prison till the fall of Robespierre, on the 9th of Ther- 
idor—July 27, 1794. 
j0ut two months before this event I was seized with a 
wer, that in its progress had every symptom of becoming 
prtal, and from the effects of which I am not recovered. It 
s then that I remembered with renewed satisfaction, and 
ated myself most sincerely, on having written the 
ier part of the Age of Reason. I had then but little ex- 
ectation of surviving, and those about me had less. I know, 
srefore, by experience, the conscientious trial of my own 
I was then with three chamber comrades, Joseph Van- 
ele, of Bruges; Charles Bastini, and Michael Rubyns, of 
vain. The unceasing and anxious attention of these three 
ends to me, by night and by day, I remember with grati- 
de and mention with pleasure. It happened that a physi- 
in (Dr. Graham) and a surgeon (Mr. Bond), part of the 
te of General O’Hara, were then in the Luxembourg, I 
“not myself whether it be convenient to them, as men 
der the English government, that I express to them my 
iks, but I should reproach myself if I did not; and also to 
ysician of the Luxembourg, Dr. Markoski. 

laye some reason to believe, because I cannot discover 
y other cause, that this illness preserved me in existence. 
ong the papers of Robespierre that were examined and 
upon to the Convention by a Committee of Depu- 
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“Demander que Thomas Paine - To demand that a decree of ac- 
soit decrete d’accusation, pour  cusation be passed against Tho: 
Vinterét de lAmerique autant que _ Paine, for the interest of Ameri 
de la France.” as well as of France. 


From what cause it was that the intention was not put in 
execution I know not, and cannot inform myself, and there- 
fore I ascribe it to impossibility, on account of that illness. 

The Convention, to repair as much as lay in their power 
the injustice I had sustained, invited me publicly and un- 
animously to return into the Convention, and which I ac- 
cepted, to show I could bear an injury without permitting it 
to injure my principles or my disposition. It is not because 
right principles have been violated that they are to be 
abandoned. 

I have seen, since I have been at liberty, several pub- 
lications written, some in America and some in England, as 
answers to the foriner part of the Age of Reason. If the au- 
thors of these can amuse themselves by so doing, I shall not 
interrupt them. They may write against the work, and 
against me, as much as they please; they do me more Servy- 
ice than they intend, and I can have no objection that they 
write on. They will find, however, by this second part, with- 
out its being written as an answer to them, that they must 
return to their work, and spin their cobweb over again. th 
first is brushed away by accident. 

They will now find that I have furnished myself with a 
Bible and Testament; and I can say also that I have found 
them to be much worse books than I had conceived. If I ha 
erred in anything in the former part of the Age of Rease 
it has been by speaking betterof some parts of those bool 
than they have deserved. 

I observe that all my opponents resort, more or | 
what they call Scripture evidence and Bible authority to | 


will, however, put them right, that if they should 
ed to write any more, they may know how to begin. - 
sew . THOMAS PAINE. 
1795. 
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PART SECOND, 


G g HAS often been said, that anything may be proved 
' from the Bible, but before anything can be admitted as 
= proved by the Bible, the Bible itself must be proved 
5 be true; for if the Bible be not true, or the truth of it 


doubtful, it ceases to have authority, and cannot be ad- 


‘It has been the practice of all Christian commentators on 
he Bible, and of all Christian priests and preachers, to im- 
the Bible on the world as a mass of truth and as the 
of God; they have disputed and wrangled, and anath- 
ized each other about the supposed meaning of partic- 
parts and passages. therein; one has said and insisted 
such a passage meant such a thing; another that it 
mt directly the contrary; and a third, that it meant 
er one nor the other, but something different from 
; and this they call understanding the Bible. 
has happened that all the answers which I have seen 
e former part of the Age of Reason have been written 
Priests; and these pious men, like their predecessors, con- 
and wrangle, ce pretend to understand the Bible; 
understands it differently, but each understands it best; 
they have agreed in nothing but in telling their read- 
at poe: Paine understands it not. 
, instead of wasting their time, and heating them- 
in fractious disputations about doctrinal points drawn 
Way nos : 77 
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from the Bible, these men ought to know, and if they do not,” 
it is civility to inform them, that the first thing to be under-> 
stood is, whether there is sufficient authority for believing” 
the Bible to be the word of God, or whether there is not. 

There are matters in that book, said to be done by the 
express command of God, that are as shocking to humanity 
and to every idea we have of moral justice as anything done” 
by Robespierre, by Carrier, by Joseph le Bon, in France, by 
the English government in the East Indies, or by any other 
assassin in modern times. When we read in the books ascribed” 
to Moses, Joshua, etc., that they (the Israelites) came by 
stealth upon whole nations of people, who, as history itself 
shows, had given them no offence; that they put all those na- 
tions to the sword; that they spared neither age nor infancy; 
that they utterly destroyed men, women, and children; that 
they left not a soul to breathe—expressions that are repeated 
over and over again in those books, and that, too, with ex- 
ulting ferocity—are we sure these things are facts? are we 
sure that the Creator of man commissioned these things to” 
be done? and are we sure that the books that tell us so “ee 
written by his authority? 

It is not the antiquity of a tale that is any evidence of its 
truth; on the contrary, it is a symptom of its being fabulous; 
for the more ancient any history pretends to be, the more it 
has the resemblance of a fable. The origin of every nation is 
buried in fabulous tradition, and that of the Jews is as much 
to be suspected as any other. To charge the commission of 
acts upon the Almighty, which, in their own nature, and by 
every rule of moral justice, are crimes, as all assassination 1S, 
and more especially the assassination of infants, is matter of 
serious concern. The Bible tells us, that those assas 
were done by the express command of God. To 
therefore, the Bible to be true, we must unbelieve 
belief in the moral justice of God; for wherein co 
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“or smiling infants offend? And to read the Bible without 
: “horror, we must undo everything that is tender, sympathiz- 
ing, and benevolent in the heart of man. Speaking for my- 
3 “self, if I had no other evidence that the Bible is fabulous than 
the ‘sacrifice I must make to believe it to be true, that alone 
would be sufficient to determine my choice. 
' But in addition to all the moral evidence against the Bible, 
_ will in the progress of this work produce. such other evi- 
nce as even a priest cannot deny, and show, from that evi- 
mce, that the Bible is not entitled to credit as being the 
ord of God. 
But, before I proceed to this examination, I will show 
erein the Bible differs from all other ancient writings with 
“respect to the nature of the evidence necessary to establish 
authenticity; and this is the more proper to be done, be- 
e the advocates of the Bible, in their answers to the 
er part of the Age of Reason, undertake to say, and 
ey put some stress thereon, that the authenticity of the 
ble is as well established as that of any other ancient book; 
our belief of the one could become any rule for our be- 
of the other. 
I know, however, but of one ancient book that authori- 
‘ively challenges universal consent and belief, and that is 
id’s Elements of Geometry ;* and the reason is, because 
is a book of self-evident demonstration, entirely inde- 
lent of its author, and of everything relating to time, 
ace, and circumstance. The matters contained in that book 
juld have the same authority they now have, had they 
written by any other person, or had the work been 
lymous, or had the author never been known; for the 
ical certainty of who was the author, makes no part of 
belief of the matters’ contained in the book. But it is 


according to chronological history, lived three hundred years before 
about one hundred before Archimedes; he was of the city of Alexandria, 
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quite otherwise with respect to the books ascribed to Moses, 
to Joshua, to Samuel, etc.; those are books of festimony, and 
they testify of things naturally incredible; and, therefore 
the whole of our belief as to the authenticity of those books 
rests, in the first place, upon the certainty that they were 
written by Moses, Joshua, and Samuel; secondly, upon the 
credit we give to their testimony. We may believe the first, 
that is, we may. believe the certainty of the authorship, and 
yet not the testimony; in the same manner that we may be- 
lieve that a certain person gave evidence upon a case and 
yet not believe the evidence that he gave. But if it should 
be found that the books ascribed to Moses, Joshua, and 
Samuel, were not written by Moses, Joshua, and Samuel, every 
part of the authority and authenticity of those books is gone 
at once; for there can be no such thing-as forged or invented 
testimony; neither can there be anonymous testimony, more 
especially as to things\naturally incredible, such as that of 
talking with God face to face, or that of the sun and moon 
standing still at the command of a man. The greatest part of 
the other ancient books are works of genius; of which kind 
are those ascribed to Homer, to Plato, to Aristotle, to Demos- 
thenes, to Cicero, etc. Here, again, the author is not essential 
in the credit we give to any of those works, for, as works 01 
genius, they would have the same merit they have now, were 
they anonymous. Nobody believes the Trojan story, as re- 
lated by Homer, to be true—for it is the poet only that is 
admired, and the merit of the poet will remain, though the 
story be fabulous. But if we disbelieve the matters related 
by the Bible authors, (Moses for instance), as we disbelieve 
the things related by Homer, there remains nothing of Mos 
in our estimation, but an imposter. As-to the ancient his 
torians, from Herodotus to Tacitus, we credit them as fat 
as they relate things probable and credible, and no 1 él 
for if we do, we must believe the two miracles which 
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‘relates were performed by Vespasian, that of curing a lame 
man and a blind man, in just the same manner as the same 
‘things are told of Jesus Christ by his historians. We must 
‘also believe the miracle cited by Josephus, that of the sea of 
amphilia opening to let Alexander and his army pass, as is 
related of the Red Sea in Exodus. These miracles are quite 
as well authenticated as the Bible miracles, and yet we do not 
lieve them; consequently the degree of evidence necessary 
) establish our belief of things naturally incredible, whether 
> im the Bible or elsewhere, is far greater than that which ob- 
"tains our belief to natural and probable things; and there- 
é the advocates for the Bible have no claim to our belief 
f the Bible, because that we believe things stated in other 
ient writings; since we believe the things stated in these 
ngs no further than they are probable and credible, or 
ause they are self-evident, like Euclid; or admire them 
use they are elegant, like Homer; or approve of them 
cause they are sedate, like Plato; or judicious, like Aris- 


Having premised these things, I proceed to examine the 
enticity of the Bible, and I begin with what are called 
five books of Moses, Genesis, Exodus, Leviticus, Num- 
and Deuteronomy. My intention is to show that those 
9ks are spurious, and that Moses is not the author of 
; and still further, that they were not written in the time 
oses, nor till several hundred years afterward; that they 
© other than an attempted history of the life of Moses, 
nd of the times in which he is said to have lived, and also 
the times prior thereto, written by some very ignorant and 
d pretenders to authorship, several hundred years after 
death of Moses, as men now write histories of things that 
sned, or are supposed to have happened, several hun- 
ed or several thousand years ago. 
4¢ evidence that I shall produce in this case is from 
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the books themselves, and I shall confine myself to this’ 
evidence only. Were I to refer for proof to any of the an-" 
cient authors whom the advocates of the Bible call profane: 
authors, they would controvert that authority, as I controvert 
theirs; I will therefore meet them on their own ground, andy 

oppose them with their own weapon, the Bible. 

In the first place, there is no affirmative evidence that 
Moses is the author of those books; and that he is the au- 
thor, is altogether an unfounded opinion, got abroad nobody 
knows how. The style and manner in which those books are™ 
written give no room to believe, or even to suppose, they 
were written by Moses, for it is altogether the style and man-" 
ner of another person speaking of Moses. In Exodus, Levitt 
cus and Numbers (for everything in Genesis is prior to the 
times of Moses, and not the least allusion is made to him 
therein), the whole, I say, of these books is in the third: 
person; it is always, the Lord said unto Moses, or Moses” 
said unto the Lord, or Moses said unto the people, or the 
people said unto Moses; and this is the style and manner that 
historians use in speaking of the persons whose lives and 
actions they are writing. It may be said that a man may 
speak of himself in the third person, and therefore it may 
be supposed that Moses did; but supposition proves nothing if 
and if the advocates for the belief that Moses wrote those 
books himself have nothing better to advance than aR 
position, they may as well be silent. 

But granting the grammatical right that Moses milan 
speak of himself in the third person, because any man might 
speak of himself in that manner, it cannot be admitted as a 
fact in those books that it is Moses who speaks, without 
rendering Moses truly ridiculous and absurd. For examp 
Numbers, chap. xii. ver. 3. Now the man Moses was very 
meek, oboue all the men which were upon the face of he 
earth. If Moses said this of himself, instead gf 
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ekest of men, he was one of the most vain and arrogant of 
excombs; and the advocates for those books may now take 
ich side they please, for both sides are against them; if 
“oses was not the author, the books are without authority; 
if he was the author, the author is without credit, be- 
se to boast of meekness is the reverse of meekness, and is 
lie in sentiment. 

In Deuteronomy, the style and manner of writing marks 
jore evidently than in the former books that Moses is not 
writer. The manner here used is dramatical; the writer 
s the subject by a short introductory discourse, and then 
‘oduces Moses in the act of speaking, and when he has 
e Moses finish his harangue, he (the writer) resumes his 
part, and speaks till he brings Moses forward again, 
at last closes the scene with an account of the death, 
al, and character of Moses. 

This interchange of speakers occurs four times in this 
; from the first verse of the first chapter to the end of 
fifth verse, it is the writer who speaks; he then intro- 
Moses as in the act of making his harangue, and this 
mues to the end of the 40th verse of the fourth chapter; 
the writer drops Moses, and speaks historically of what - 
; done in consequence of what Moses, when living, is sup- 
| to have said, and which the writer has dramatically 
parsed. 

"he writer opens the subject again in the first verse of 
fifth chapter, though it is only by saying, that Moses 
d the people of Israel together; he then introduces 
foses as before, and continues him, as in the act of speak- 
g, to the end of the 26th chapter. He does. the same thing 
the beginning of the 27th chapter; and continues Moses, 
the act of speaking, to the end of the 28th chapter. At 
h chapter the writer speaks again through the whole of 
t verse and the first line of the second verse, where he 
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introduces Moses for the last time, and continues him, as in” 
the act of speaking, to the end of the 33d chapter. 

The writer having now finished the rehearsal on the part 
of Moses, comes forward, and speaks through the whole of 
the last chapter; he begins by telling the reader that Moses” 
went to the top of Pisgah; that he saw from thence the land 
which (the writer says) had been promised to Abraham, 
Isaac, and Jacob; that he, Moses, died there, in the land of 
Moab, but that no man knoweth of his sepulchre unto this” 
day; that is, unto the time in which the writer lived who 
wrote the book of Deuteronomy. The writer then tells us, 
that Moses was 120 years of age when he died—that his eye” 
was not dim, nor his natural force abated; and he concludes” 
by saying that there arose not a prophet since in Israel like 
unto Moses, whom, says this anonymous writer, the Lord 
knew face to face. | 

Having thus shown,\as far as grammatical evidence ap- 
plies, that Moses was not the ‘writer of those books, I will, 
after making a few observations on the inconsistencies of. 
the writer of the book of Deuteronomy, proceed to show 
from the historical and chronological evidence contained in 
those books, that Moses was not, because he could not be, 
the writer of them, and consequently, that there is no au- 
thority for believing that the inhuman and horrid butcheries 
of men, women, and children, told of in those books, were’ 
done, as those beaks say they were, at the command of God. 
It is a duty incumbent on every true Deist, that he vindi- 
cate the moral justice of God against the calumnies of the 
Bible. ’ 

The writer of the boat of Deuteronomy, whoever he was, 
(for it is an anonymous work), is obscure, and also in contra- 
diction with himself, in the account he has given of Mo: 

After telling that Moses went to the top of Pisga 
it does not appear from any account that he ever ca 
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“are supposed to have happened, before Christ, and, conse- 
“quently, the distance of time between one *Aatoricat circum- 
stance and another. 

¥ I begin with the book of Genesis. In the 14th chapter of 
; “Genesis, the writer gives an account of Lot being taken pris- 
ner in a battle between the four kings against five, and car- 
“tied off; and that when the account of Lot being taken, 
“came to Abraham, he armed all his household and marched 
‘to rescue Lot from the captors, and that he pursued them 
‘unto Dan (ver. 14). 

- To show in what manner this expression of pursuing them 
‘nto Dan applies to the case in question, I will refer to two 
Circumstances, the one in America, the other in France. The 
City now called New York, in ‘America, was originally New 
"Amsterdam; and the town in France, lately called Havre 
"Marat, was before called Havre de Grice: New Amsterdam 
/was changed to New York in the year 1664; Havre de Grace 
to Havre Marat in 1793. Should, therefore, any writing be 
found, though without date, in which the name of New York 
should be mentioned, it would be certain evidence that such 
‘a writing could not have been written before, but must have 
been written after New Amsterdam was changed to New 
York, and consequently, not till after the year 1664, or at 
least during the course of that~year. And, in like manner, 
/any dateless writing with the name of Havre Marat would 
be certain evidence that such’a writing must have been writ- 
“ten after Havre de Grace became Havre Marat, and conse- 
“quently not till after the year 1793, or at least during the 
course of that year. 

I now come to the application of those cases, and to show 
that there was no such place as Dan, till many years after 
e death of Moses, and consequently, that Moses could not 
the writer of the book of Genesis, where this account of 
ng them unto, Dan is given. The place that is called 
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Dan in the Bible was originally a town of the Gentiles called 
Laish; and when the tribe of Dan seized upon this town, 
they changed its name to Dan, in commemoration of Dan, 
who was the father of that tribe, and the great grandson of 
Abraham. 

To establish this in proof, it is necessary to refer from 
Genesis, to the 18th chapter of the book called the Book of 
f Judges. It is there said (ver. 27) that they (the Danites) 
i came unto Laish to a people that were quiet and secure, and 
‘ they smote them with the edge of the sword (the Bible is 
filled with murder), and burned the city with fire; and they 
5 built a city (ver. 28), and dwelt therein, and they called the 
name of the city Dan, after the name of Dan, their father, 
howbeit the name of the city was Laish at the first. 

This account of the Danites taking possession of Laish 
and changing it to Dan, is placed in the Book of Judges im: 
mediately after the death of Sampson. The death of Sampson 
is said to have happened 1120 years before Christ, and that 
of Moses 1451 before Christ; and, therefore, according tc 
the historical arrangement, the place was not called Dan a 
331 years after the death of Moses. 

There is a striking confusion between the historical anc 
R the chronological arrangement in the book of Judges. Thi 
i five last chapters, as they stand in the book, 17, 18, 19, 20 
2B 21, are put chronologically before all the preceding chapters: 
they are made to be 28 years before the 16th chapter, 26¢ 
before the 15th, 245 before the 13th, 195 before the 9th, 9 
before the 4th, and 15 years’before the 1st chapter. Thi: 
shows the uncertain and fabulous state of the Bible. Ac 
cording to the chronological arrangement, the taking of Lais! 
and giving it the name of Dan is made to be 20 years afte 
the death of Joshua, who was the successor of Moses; ant 
by the historical order as it stands in the book, it is 
to be 306 years after the death of Joshua, and 3 
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of Moses; but they both exclude Moses from being the 
iter of Genesis, because, according to either of the state- 
ts, no such place as Dan existed in the time of Moses; 
therefore the writer of Genesis must have been some 
son who lived after the town of Laish had the name of 
an; and who that person was nobody knows, and conse- 
ntly the book of Genesis is anonymous and without au- 


© I proceed now to state another point of historical and 
hronological evidence, and to show therefrom, as in the pre- 
as ding case, that Moses is not the author of the book of 
enesis. 
In the 36th chapter of Genesis there is given a genealogy 
the sons and descendants of Esau, who are called Edom- 
‘and also a list, by name, of the kings of Edom, in enu- 
ing of which, it is said, (verse 31), And these are the 
that reigned in Edom, before there reigned any king 
the children of Israel. 
low, were any dateless writings to be found in which, 
king of any past events, the writer should say, These 
happened before there was any Congress in America, 
re there was any Convention in France, it would be 
that such writing could not have been written be- 
and could’ only be written after there was a Congress 
nerica, or a Convention in France; as the case might 
and, consequently, that it could not be written by any 
on who died before there was a Congress in the one coun- 
‘or a Convention in the other. 
thing is more frequent, as well in history as in conver- 
, than to refer to a fact in the room of a date; it is most 
iral so to do, first, because a fact fixes itself in the mem- 
etter tham a date; secondly, because the fact includes 
ate, and’serves to excite two ideas at once; and this 
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that the fact alluded to is past as if it were so expressed. 
When a person speaking upon any matter, says, it was be: 
fore I was married, or before my son was born, or before ] 
went to America, or before I went to France, it is absolutely 
understood, and intended to be understood, that he had been 
married, that he has had a son, that he has been in America: 
or been in France. Language does not admit of using this 
mode of expression in any other sense; and whenever such 
an expression is found anywhere, it can only be understooe 
in the sense in which it only could have been used. 

The passage, therefore, that I have quoted—“that these 
are the kings that reigned in Edom, before there reigned am 
king over the children of Israel’”—could only have been writ: 
ten after the first king began to reign over them; and, con- 
sequently, that the book of Genesis, so far from having beer 
written by Moses, could not have been written till-the time 
of Saul at least. This is the positive sense of the passage; 
but the expression, any king, inplies more kings than oné 
at least it implies two, and this will carry it to the time 0} 
David; and if taken in a general sense, it carries it throug! 
all the time of the Jewish monarchy. 

Had we met with this verse in any part of the Bible thai 
professed to have been written after kings began to reign it 
Israel, it would have been impossible not to have seen thi 
application of it. It happens then that this is the case; the 
two books of Chronicles, which gave a history of all the 
kings of Israel, are professedly, as well as in fact, writter 
after the Jewish monarchy began; and this verse that I hav 
quoted, and all the remaining verses of the 36th chapter 0 
Genesis, are word for word in the first chapter of Chronicles 
beginning at the 43d verse. 

It was with consistency that the writer of the Chronicle: 
could say, as he has said, 1st Chron., chap. i., ver. 43, T. 
ave the kings that reigned in the land of Edom, before 
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king reigned over the children of Israel, because he was go- 
: to give, and has given, a list of the kings that had reigned 
im Israel; but as it is impossible that the same expression 
' could have been used before that period, it is as certain as 
thing that can be proved from historical language that 
is part of Genesis is taken from Chronicles, and that Gen- 
is not so old as Chronicles, and probably not so old as 
book of Homer, or as sop’s Fables, admitting Homer 
have been, as the tables of Chronology state, contempo- 
with David or Solomon, and ‘sop to have lived about 
the end of the Jewish monarchy. 
| Take away from Genesis the belief that Moses was the 
"author, on which only the strange belief that it is the word 
x0d has stood, and there remains nothing of Genesis but 
anonymous book of stories, fables, and traditionary or in- 
ted absurdities, or of downright lies. The story of Eve 
the serpent, and of Noah and his ark, drops to a level 
the Arabian tales, without the merit of being entertain- 
ng; and the account of men living to eight and nine hundred 
sats becomes as fabulous as the immortality of the giants 
[ the Mythology. 
yesides, the character of Moses, as stated in the Bible, is 
most horrid that can be imagined. If those accounts be 
, he was the wretch that first began and carried on wars 
the score or on the pretence of religion; and under that 
k, or that infatuation, committed the most unexampled 
ocities that are to be found in the history of any nation, 
hich I will state only) one instance. 
» When the Jewish army returned from one of their plun- 
lering and murdering ‘excursions, the account goes on as 
: Numbers, chap, xxxi., ver. 1-3: 
Moses, and Eleazar the priest, and all the princes 
congregation, went forth to meet them without the 
and Moses was wroth with the officers of the host, 
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with the captains over thousands, and captains over hun- 
dreds, which came from the battle; and Moses said unto 
them, Have ye saved all the women alive? behold, these 
caused the children of Israel, through the council of Balaam, 
to commit trespass against the Lord in the matter of Peor, 
and there was a plague among the congregation of the Lord. 
Now, therefore, kill every male among the little ones, and 
kill every woman that hath known a man by lying with 
him; but all the women-children, that have not known a 
man by lying with him, keep alive for yourselves.” ; 
Among the detestable villains that in any period of the 
world have disgraced the name of man, it is impossible to 
find a greater than Moses, if this account be true. Here is an 
order to butcher the boys, to massacre the mothers, and de- 
bauch the daughters. t 
Let any mother put herself in the situation of those moth- 
ers; one child murdered, another destined to violation, and 
herself in the hands of an executioner; let any daughter put 
herself in the situation of those daughters, destined as a prey 
to the murderers of a mother and a brother,-and what will 
be their feelings? It is in vain that we attempt to impose 
upon nature, for nature will have her course, and the re- 
ligion that tortures all her social ties is a false religion. 
After this detestable order, follows an account of the 
plunder taken, and the manner of dividing it; and here it 
is that the profaneness of priestly hypocrisy increases the 
catalogue of crimes. Ver. 37 to 40, “And the Lord’s tribute of 
the sheep was six hundred and three score and fifteen; and 
the beeves were thirty and six thousand, of which the Lord’s 
tribute was three score and twelve; and the asses were thirty 
thousand and five hundred, of which the Lord’s tribute was 
three score and one; and the persons were sixteen thousa 
of which the Lord’s tribute was thirty and two persons.” 
short, the matters contained in this chapter, as well 
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y other parts of the Bible, are too horrid for humanity 
‘read or for decency to hear, for it appears, from the 35th 
se of this chapter, that the number of women-children 
igned to debauchery by the order of Moses was thirty- 
thousand. 

People in general do not know what wickedness there is 
in this pretended word of God. Brought up in habits of su- 
tition, they take it for granted that the Bible is true, and 
t it is good; they permit themselves not to doubt of it, 
they carry the ideas they form of the benevolence of the 
hty to the book which they have been taught to believe 
written by his authority. Good heavens! it is quite an- 
er thing; it is a book of lies, wickedness, and blasphemy; 
what can be greater blasphemy than to ascribe the wick- 
edness of man to the orders of the Almighty? 

- But to return to my subject, that of showing that Moses 
is not the author of the books ascribed to him, and that the 
is spurious. The two instances I have already given 
be sufficient without any additional evidence, to invali- 
he authenticity of any book that pretended to be four 
five hundred years more ancient than the matters it 
s of, or refers to, as facts; for in the case of pursuing 
unto Dan, and af the Ee that reigned over the chil- 
af Israel, not even the flimsy pretence of prophecy can 
leaded. The expressions are in the preter tense, and it 
d be downright idiotism to say that a man could proph- 
in the preter tense. 
ut there are many other passages scattered throughout 
books that unite in the same point of evidence. It is 
‘in Exodus, (another of the books ascribed to Moses), 
Xvi. verse 34, “And the children of Israel did eat 
a forty years stil they came to a land inhabited; they 


manna until they came unto the borders of the land 
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Whether the children of Israel ate manna or not, or what 
manna was, or whether it was anything more than a kind of 
fungus or small mushroom, or other vegetable substance 
common to that part of the country, makes nothing to my 
argument; all that I mean to show is, that it is not Moses 
that could write this account, because the account extends 
itself beyond the life and tintie of Moses. Moses, according 
to the Bible, (but it is such a book of lies and contradictions 
there is no knowing which part to believe, or whether any), 
died in the wilderness and never came upon the borders of 
the land of Canaan; and consequently it could not be he 
that said what the children of Israel did, or what they ate 
when they came there. This account of eating manna, which 
they tell us was written by Moses, extends itself to the time 
of Joshua, the successor of Moses; as appears by the account 
given in the book of Joshua, after the children of Israel had 
passed the river Jordan, and came unto the borders of the 
land of Canaan. Joshua, chap. v., verse 12. “And the manna 
ceased on the morrow, after they had eaten of the old corn 
of the land; neither had the children of Israel manna any 
more, but: they did eat of the fruit of the land of Co 
that year.” 

But a more ane instance than this occurs in Deut 
teronomy, which, while it shows that Moses could not be the 
writer of that book, shows also the fabulous notions that 
prevailed at that time about giants. In the third chapter of 
Deuteronomy, among the conquests said to be made by 
Moses, is an account of the taking of Og, king of Bashan 
v. II. “For only Og, king of Bashan, remained of the me 
nant of giants; behold, his bedstead was a bedstead of iron; 
is it not in Rabbath of the children of Ammon? Nine cubits 
was the length thereof, and four cubits the breadth 
after the cubit of a man.” A cubit is 1 foot 9 888-1 
inches; the length, therefore, of the bed was 16 feet 
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d the breadth 7 feet 4 inches; thus much for this giant’s 
d. Now for the historical part,.which, though the evidence 
not so direct and positive as in the former cases, it is never- 
less very presumable and corroborating evidence, and is 
tter that the best evidence on the contrary side. 

The writer, by way of proving the existence of this giant, 
fers to his bed as an ancient relic, and says, Is it not in 
bath (or Rabbah) of the children of Ammon? meaning 
it is; for such is frequently the Bible method of affirm- 
& a thing. But it could not be Moses that said this, because 
oses could know nothing about Rabbah, nor of what was 
it. Rabbah was not a city belonging to this giant king, nor 
it one of the cities that Moses took. The knowledge, 
efore, that this bed was at Rabbah, and of the particu- 
of its dimensions, must be referred to the time when 
bah was taken, and this was not till four hundred years 
er the death of Moses; for which see 2 Sam. chap. xii., 
26. “And Joab: (David’s general) fought against Rabbah 
j the children of Ammon, and took the royal city.” 

"As I am not undertaking to point out all the contradic- 
in time, place, and circumstance that abound in the 
ks ascribed to Moses, and which prove to a demonstra- 
that those books could not have keen written by Moses, 
in the time of Moses, I proceéd to the book of Joshua, 
to show that Joshua is not the author of that book, gnd 
it is anonymous and without authority. The evidenee 
Il produce is contained in the book itself; I will not go 
t of the Bible for proof against the supposed authenticity 
the Bible. False testimony is always good against itself. 
hua, according to the first chapter of Joshua, was the 
(ae fate successor of Moses; he was, moreover, a military 
which Moses was not,.and he continued as chief of the 
of Israel 25 years, chat is, from the time that Moses 
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years before Christ, until 1426 years before Christ, when, 
according to the same chronology, Joshua died. If, therefore, 
we find in this book, said to have been written by Joshua, 
reference to facts done after the death of Joshua, it is evi- ~ 
dence that Joshua could not be the author; and also that the” 
book could not have been written till after the time of the 
latest fact which it records. As to the character of the book, 
it is horrid; it is a military history of rapine and murder, as 
savage and brutal as those recorded of his predecessor in 
villainy and hypocrisy, Moses; and the blasphemy consists, i 
as in the former books, in ascribing those deeds to the orders — 
of the Almighty. 
In the first place, the book of Joshua, as is the case in the 
preceding books, is written in the third person; it is the his-~ 
torian of Joshua that speaks, for it would have been absurd © 
and vain-glorious that Joshua should say of himself, as is 
said of him in the last verse of the sixth chapter, that “is 
fame was noised throughout all the country.” 1 now come 
more immediately to the proof. 
In the 24th chapter, ver. 31, it is said, “And Israel served: 
the Lord all the Jays of Joshua, and all the days of the elders 
that overlived Joshua.” Now, in the name of common sense, 
can it be Joshua that relates what people had done after he 
was dead? This account must not only have been written = 
by.some historian that lived after Joshua, but that lived also™ 
after the elders that outlived Joshua. 
There are several passages of a general meaning with re- 
spect to time scattered throughout the book of Joshua, th 
carries the time in which the book was written to a distance 
from the time of Joshua, but without marking by exclusi 
any particular time, as in the passage above quoted. In 
passage, the time that intervened between the death 
Joshua and the death of the elders is excluded descr 
and absolutely, and the evidence substantiates tha 
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suld not have been written till after the death of the last. 
But though the passages to which I allude, and which I 
going to quote, do not designate any particular time by 
sion, they imply a time far more distant from the days 
Joshua than is contained between the death of Joshua and 
death of the elders. Such is the passage, chap. x., ver. 14, 
2, after giving an account that the sun stood still upon © 
on, and the moon in the valley of Ajalon, at the com- 
of Joshua (a tale only fit to amuse children), the pas- 
e says, “And there was no day like that, before it, or 
aiter it, that the Lord hearkened unto the voice of a man.” 
" This tale of the sun standing still upon mount Gibeon, and 
ae moon in the valley of Ajalon, is one of those fables that 
ts itself. Such a circumstance could not have happened 
out being known all over the world. One half would 
wondered why the sun did not rise, and the other why 
did not set; and the tradition of it would be universal, 
lereas there is not a nation in the world that knows any- 
ng about it. But why must the moon stand still? What . 
m could there be for moonlight in the daytime, and 
too while the sun shone? As'a poetical figure, the whole 
enough; it is akin to that in the-song of Deborah and 
The stars in their courses fought against Sisera; but 
is inferior to the figurative declaration of Mahomet to the 
s who came to expostulate with him on his goings on: 
thou,’ said he, “to come to me with the sun in thy 
hand and the moon in thy left, it should not alter my 
” For Joshua to have exceeded Mahomet, he should 
: put the sun and moon one in each pocket, and carried 
1 as Guy Fawkes carried his dark lantern, and taken 
1 out to shine as he might happen to want them. 
he sublime and the ridiculous are often so nearly related 
it is difficult to class them separately. One step above 
ime makes the ridiculous, and one step above the 
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ridiculous makes the sublime again; the account, with: | 
abstracted from the poetical fancy, shows the ignorance of) 
Joshua, for he should have commanded the earth to have 
stood still. 4 
The time implied by the expression after it, that is, after: 
that day, being put in comparison with all the time that) 
passed before it, must, in order to give any expressive sig 
nification to the passage, mean a great length of time: for 
example, it would have been ridiculous to have said so th 
next day, or the next week, or the next month, or the 
next year; to give, therefore, meaning to the passage, com= 
parative with the wonder it relates and the prior time it a! 
ludes to, it must mean centuries of years; less, however, thai 
one would be trifling, and less than two would be barely 
admissible. (a 
A distant but general time is also expressed in the & 
chapter, where, after giving an account of the taking of 
city of Ai, it is said, ver. 28, “And Joshua burned Ai, a 
made it a heap forever, even a desolation unto this day 
and again, ver. 29, where, speaking of the king of Ai; whom 
Joshua had hanged, and buried at the entering of the gate, 
is said, “And he raised thereon a great heap of stones, whi 
remaineth unto this day,” that is, unto the day or time I 
which the writer of the book of Joshua lived. And again, im 
the 10th chapter, where, after speaking of the five kis 
whom Joshua had hanged on five trees, and then thrown 
a cave, it is said, “And he laid great stones on the cay 
mouth, which remain unto this very day.” 
In enumerating the several exploits of Joshua, and in ast 
tribes, and of the places which they conquered or attem 
it is said, chap. xv., ver. 63: “As for the Jebusites, the 
habitants of Jerusalem, the children of Judah could not « 
them out; but the Jebusites dwell with the children of 
at Jerusalem unto this day.” The question upon this p 
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$, at what time did the Jebusites and the children of Judah — 
lwell together at Jerusalem? As this matter occurs again in 
he first chapter of Judges, I shall reserve my observations 
I come to that part. 

ving thus shown from the book of Joshua itself, with- 
any auxiliary evidence whatever, that Joshua is not the 
t of that book, and that it is anonymous, and conse- 
ly without authority, I proceed as before mentioned, to 
book of Judges. 

e book of Judges is anonymous on the face of it; and, 
efore, even the pretence is wanting to call it the word 
God; it has not so much as a nominal voucher; it is alto- 
ther fatherless. - 

This book begins with the same expression as the book 
Joshua. That of Joshua begins, chap. i., verse 1, “Now 
er the death of Moses,” etc., and this of the Judges be- 
“N ow after the death of Joshua,” etc. This, and the simi- 
of style between the two books, indicate that they are 
work of the same author, but who he was is altogether 
nown; the only point that the book proves, is that the 
r lived long after the time of Joshua; for though it 
ins as if it followed immediately after his death, the sec- 
chapter is an epitome or abstract-of the whole book, 
, according to the Bible chronology, extends its history 
oh a space of 306 years: that is, from the death of 
1426 years before Christ, to the death of Samson, 
years before Christ, and only. 25 years before Saul went 
k his father’s asses, and was made king. But there is 
reason to believe, that it was not written till the time 
of David, at least, and that the book of jochue was not writ- 
en before the same time. 

the first chapter of Judges, ge. writer, after announcing 
of Joshua, proceeds to tell what happened between 
en of Judah and the native inhabitants of the land 
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of Canaan. In this statement, the writer, having abruptly 
mentioned Jerusalem in the 7th verse, says immediately 
after, in the 8th verse, by way of explanation, “Now the 
children of Judah kad fought against Jerusalem, and had™ 
taken it;”’ consequently this book could not have been writ-" 
ten before Jerusalem had been taken. The reader will recol-~ 
lect the quotation I have just before made from the 15th 
chapter of Joshua, ver. 63, where it is said that the Jebusites” 
dwell with the children of Judah at Jerusalem unto this” 
day, meaning the time when the book of Joshua was written. ” 
The evidence I have already produced to prove that the 
books I have hitherto treated of were not written by the 
persons to whom they are ascribed, nor till many years ait 
. their death, if such persons ever lived, is already so abundant 
that I can afford to admit this passage with less weight than” 
I am entitled to draw from it. For the case is, that so far as” 
the Bible can be credited as a history, the city of Jerusalem 
was not taken till the time of David; and consequently that’ 
the books of Joshua and of Judges were not written till after: 
the commencement of the reign of David, which was 3707 
years after the death of Joshua. - ig 
The name of the city that was afterward called Jerusalem 
was originally Jebus, or Jebusi, and was the capital of the” 
Jebusites. The account of David’s taking this city is given’ 
in II. Samuel, chap. v., ver. 4, etc.; also in I. Chron., chap} 
xiv., ver. 4, etc. There is no mention in any part of the Bible 
that it was ever taken before, nor any account that favors 
such an opinion. It is not said, either in Samuel or in Chroni-— 
cles, that they utterly destroyed men, women and children; 
that they left not a soul to breathe, as is said of their other 
conquests; and the silence here observed implies that it was 
taken by capitulation, and that the Jebusites, the native in- 
habitants, continued to live in the place after it was take 
The account. therefore; given in Joshua, that the Jé 
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ell with the children of Judah at Jerusalem unto this day 
responds to no other time than after the taking of the city 
y David. | 

Having now shown that every book in the Bible, from 
renesis to Judges, is without authenticity, I come to the 
k of Ruth, an idle, bungling story, foolishly told, nobody 
nows by whom, about a strolling country-girl creeping slyly 
) bed with her cousin Boaz. Pretty stuff indeed to be called 
word of God! It is, however, one of the best books in the 
, for it is free from murder and rapine. 

ome next to the two books of Samuel, and to show that 
ise books were not written by Samuel, nor till a great 
eth of time after the death of Samuel; and that they are, 
¢ all the former books, anonymous and without authority. 
' To be convinced that these books have been written much 
er than the time of Samuel, and consequently not by him, 
t is only necessary to read the account which the writer 
of Saul going to seek his father’s asses, and of his in- 
ew with Samuel, of whom Saul went to inquire about 
se lost asses, as foolish people nowadays go to a conjuror 
inquire after lost things. 

‘The writer, in relating this story of Saul, Samuel and the 
does not tell it as a thing that has just then happened, 
as an ancient story in the time this writer lived; for he 
it in the language or terms used at the time that Samuel 
ed, which obliges the writer to explain the story in the 
ms or language used in the time the writer lived. 

‘Samuel, in the account given of him, in the first of those 
s, chap. ix., is called the seer, and it is by this term that 
il inquires after him, ver. 11, “And as they (Saul and his 
at) went up the hill to the city, they found young maid- 
going out, to draw water; and they said unto them, Js 
seer here?” Saul then went according to the direction 
jese maidens, and met Samuel without knowing him, 
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and said unto him, ver. 18, “Tell me, I pray thee, where she! 
seer’s house is? and Samuel answered Saul, and said, J am 
the seer.” 

As the writer of- the book of Samuel relates these ques- 
tions and answers, in the language or manner of speaking 
used in the time they are said to have been spoken, and as) 
that manner of speaking was out of use when this author” 
wrote, he found it necessary, in order to make the story un- | 
derstood, to explain the terms in which these questions and | 
answers are spoken; and he does this in the 9th verse, when 
he says ‘‘Before-time, in Israel, when a man went to inquire ™ 
of God, thus he spake, Come, and let us go to the seer; for he ~ 
that is now called a Prophet, was before-time called a Seer.” 
This proves, as I have before said, that this story of Saul,” 
Samuel and the asses, was an ancient story at the time the» 
book of Samuel was written, and consequently that Samuel © 
did not write it, and that that book is without authenticity. © 

But if we go further into those books the evidence is still 
more positive that Samuel is not the writer of them; for they) 
relate things that did not happen till several years after the 
death of Samuel. Samuel died before Saul; for the Ist 
Samuel, chap. xxviii., tells that Saul and the witch of Endor: 
conjured Samuel up after he was dead; yet the history of the? 
matters contained in those books is extended through the’ 
remaining part of Saul’s life, and to the latter end of the life 
of David, who succeeded Saul. The account of the death 
and burial of Samuel (a thing which he could not write 
himself) is related in the 25th chapter of the first book of 
Samuel, and the chronology affixed to this chapter makes: 
this to be 1060 years before Christ; yet the histery of this 
first book is brought down to 1056 years before Christ; that: 
is, till the death of Saul, which was not till four Behe after 
the death of Samuel. 

The second book of Samuel begins with an ac 
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that did not ‘happen till four years after Samuel was 
sad; for it begins with the reign of David, who succeeded 
ul, and it goes on to the end of David’s reign, which was 
rty-three years after the death of Samuel; and, therefore, 
@ books are in themselves positive evidence that they were 
“not written by Samuel. 
I have now gone through all the books in the first part — 
Of the Bible to which the names of persons are affixed, as 5 
_the authors of those books, and which the Chureli oe 
ng itself the Christian Church, have imposed upon the 
Id as the writings of Moses, Joshua and Samuel, and I 
ve detected and proved the falsehood of this imposition: £ 
‘now, ye priests of every description, who have preached 
written against the former part of the Age of Reason, — 
t have ye to say? Will ye, with all this mass of evidence 
inst you, and staring you in the face, still have the as- — 
irance to march into your pulpits and continue to impose 
books on your congregations as the works of inspired 
enmen, and the word of God, when it is as evident.as 
emonstration can make truth appear, that the persons who 
ay are the authors, are mot the authors, and that ye know — 
who the authors are. What shadow of pretence have ye 
to produce for ~continuing the blasphemous fraud? 
have ye still to offer against the pure and moral reli- 
f Deism, in support of your system of falsehood, idola- 
and pretended revelation? Had the cruel and murder- | 
orders with which the Bible is filled, and the numberless — 
uring executions of men, women and children, in con- 
nce of those orders, been ascribed to some friend whose — 
y you revered, you would have glowed with satisfac- 
at detecting the falsehood of the charge, and gloried in 
ding eee fame. Is it because ye are sunk in the 


rstition, or feel no interest in the honor of 
listen to the horrid tales of the Bible, 
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or hear them with callous indifference? The evidence I have 
produced, and shall produce in the course of this work, to ul 
prove that the Bible is without authority, will, while it 
wounds the stubbornness of a priest, relieve and tranquilize” 
the minds of millions; it will free them from all those hard 
thoughts of the Almighty which priestcraft and the Bible had” 
infused into their minds, and which stood in everlasting op-— 
position to all their ideas of his moral justice and benev-_ 
olence. ‘ 
I come now to the two books of Kings, and the two 
books of Chronicles. Those books are altogether historical, 
and are chiefly confined to the lives and actions of the Jewish 
kings, who in general were a parcel of rascals; but these are” 
matters with which we have no more concern than we have 
with the Roman emperors or Homer’s account of the Trojan 
war. Besides which, as those works are anonymous, and aS” 
we know nothing of the writer, or of his character, it is im-~ 
possible for us to know what degree of credit to give to the” 
matters related therein. Like all other ancient histories, they” 
appear to be a jumble of fable and of fact, and of probable” 
and of improbable things; but which distance of time and 
place, and change of circumstances in the world, havé ren-~ 
dered obsolete and uninteresting. 
The chief use I shall make of those books will be that of 
comparing them with each other, and with other parts of 
the Bible, to show the confusion, contradiction, and cruelty 
in this pretended word of God. 4 
The first book of Kings begins with the reign of Solomon, 
which, according to the Bible chronology, was 1015 years 
before Christ; and the second book ends 588 years befe: re 
Christ, eine: a little after the reign of Zedekiah, whom 
Nebuchadnezzar, after taking Jerusalem and conquering 
Jews, carried cautine to Babylon. The two books inclue 
space of 427 years. 
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' The two books of Chronicles are a history of the same 
imes, and in general of the same persons, by another au- 
or; for it would be absurd to suppose that the same au- 
or wrote the history twice over. The first book of Chronicles 
(aiter giving the genealogy from Adam to Saul, which takes 
the first nine chapters), begins with the reign of David; 
the last book ends as in the last book of Kings, soon 
r the reign of Zedekiah, about 588 years before Christ. 
two last verses of the last chapter bring the history 
ard 52 years more, that is, to 536. But these verses do 
belong to the book, as I shall show when I come to 
k of the book of Ezra. 

The two books of Kings, besides the history of Saul, David * 
Solomon, who reigned over all Israel, contain an ab- 
act of the lives of 17 kings and one queen, who are styled 
gs of Judah, and of 19, who are styled kings of Israel; for 
Jewish nation, immediately on the death of Solomon, split 
ito two parties, who chose separate kings, and who carried 
mn Most rancorous wars against each other. 

‘These two books are little more than a history of assas- 
tions, treachery and wars. The cruelties that the Jews 
accustomed themselves to practise on the Canaanites, 
se country they had savagely invaded under a pretended 
from God, they afterward practised as furiously on each 
. Scarcely half their kings died a natural death, and 
some instances whole families were destroyed to secure 
sion to the successor; who, after a few years, and 
imes only a few months or less, shared the same fate. 
the tenth chapter of the second book of Kings, an ac- 
is given of two baskets full of children’s heads, seventy 
‘number, being exposed at the entrance of the city; they 
3 the children of Ahab, and were murdered by the order of 
ehu, whom Elisha, the pretended man of God, had anointed 
be king over Israel, on purpose to commit this bloody 
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deed, and assassinate his predecessor. And in the account q 
the reign of Menahem, one of the kings of Israel who h 
murdered Shallum, who had reigned but one month, it is) 
said, II. Kings, chap. xv., ver. 16, that Menahem smote t 
city of Tiphsah, because they opened not the city to hi 
and all the women therein that were with child he ripped u 
Could we permit ourselves to suppose that the Almighty 
would distinguish any nation of people by the name of His 
chosen people, we must suppose that people to have been an 
example to all the rest of the world of the purest piety and 
humanity, and not such a nation of ruffians and cut-throats 
as the ancient Jews were; a people who, corrupted by and 
copying after such monsters and impastors as Moses and 
Aaron, Joshua, Samuel and David, had distinguished them= 
selves above all others on the face of the known earth ior 
barbarity and wickedness. If we will not stubbornly shut 
our eyes and steel our hearts, it is impossible not to see, in 
spite of all that long-established superstition imposes upon: 
the mind, that the flattering appellation of His chosen people 
is no other than a lie which the priests and leaders of the 
Jews had invented to cover the baseness of their own charac: 
ters, and which Christian priests, sometimes as corrupt anc 
often as cruel, have professed to believe. 
The two books of Chronicles are a repetition of the sami 
crimes, but the history is broken in several places by tht 
author leaving out the reign of some of their kings; and in 
this, as well as in that of Kings, there is such a frequent 
transition from kings of Judah to kings of Israel, and from 
kings of Israel to kings of Judah, that the narrative is ob- 
scure in the reading. In the same book the history someti 
contradicts itself; for example, in the second book of Ki 
chap, i., ver. 17, we are told, but in rather ambiguous t 
that after the death of Ahaziak. king of Israel, Jeho 
Joram (who was of the house By Ahab), ae in = 
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the second year of Jehoram, or Joram, son of Jehoshaphat, 
"king of Judah; and in chap. viii., ver. 16, of the same book, 
"it is said, and in the fifth year of Joram, the son of Ahab, 
of Israel, Jehoshaphat being then king of Judah, began 
reign; that is, one chapter says Joram of Judah began to 
ign in the second year of Joram of Israel; and the other 
apter says, that Joram of Israel began to reign in the fifth 
of Joram of Judah. 

Several of the most extraordinary matters related in one 
Story, as having happened during the reign of such and 
ch of their kings, are not to be found in the other, in 
Jating the reign-of the same king; for example, the two 
rival kings, after the death of Solomon, were Rehoboam 
Jeroboam; and in I. Kings, chap. xii and xiii, an ac- 
at is given of Jeroboam making an offering of burnt in- — 
Se, and that a man, who was there called a man of God, 
ied out against the altar, chap. xiii., ver. 2: “O altar, altar! 
S saith the Lord; Behold, a child shall be born to the 
se of David, Josiah by name; and upon thee shall he 
the priests of the high places that burn incense upon 
, and men’s bones shall be burnt upon thee.” Verse 4: 
it came to pass, when king Jeroboam heard the say- 
of the man of God, which had cried against the altar in 
, that he put forth his hand from the altar, saying, 
hold on him. And his hand which he put out against him 
dried up, so that he could not. pull it in again to him.” 

_ One would think that such an extraordinary case as this 
ich is spoken of as a judgment), happening to the chief of 
of the parties, and that at the first moment of the 
uration of the Israelites into two nations, would, if it had 
true, have been recorded in both histories. But though 
latter times have believed all that the prophets have 
unto them, it does not appear that ‘these prophets or. 
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historians believed each other; they knew each other too 
well. j 
A long account also is given in Kings about Elijah. It runs 
through several chapters, and concludes with telling, IL 
Kings, chap. ii., ver. 11, “ And it came to pass, as they (Eli- 
jah and Elisha) still went on, and talked, that behold, there 
appeared a chariot of fire and horses of fire, and parted them. 
both asunder, and Elijah went up by a whirlwind into 
heaven.” Hum! this the author of Chronicles, miraculous as 
the story is, makes no mention of, though he mentions Elijah 
by name; neither does he say anything of the story related 
in the second chapter of the same book of Kings, of a parcel 
of children calling Elisha bald head,-bald head; and that this 
man of God, verse 24, “Turned back, and looked on them, 
and cursed them in the name of the Lord; and there came 
forth two she-bears out of the wood, and tore forty-and- -two 
children of them.” He also passes over in silence the story 
told, II. Kings, chap. xiii., that when they were burying 
man in the sepulchre where Elisha had been buried, it hap- 
pened that the dead man, as they were letting him down, 
(ver. 21), touched the A of Elisha, and he (the dead 
man) revived, and stood upon his feet.” The story does not 
tell us whether they buried the man, notwithstanding he 
revived and stood upon his feet, or drew him up again. Upon 
all these stories the writer of Chronicles is as silent as any 
writer of the present day who did not choose to be accused of 
lying, or at least of romancing, would be about stories of the 
same kind. 3 
But, however these two historians may differ from each 
other with respect to the tales related by either, they 
silent alike with respect to those men styled prophets, w. 
writings fill up the latter part of the Bible. Isaiah, who 1] 
in the time of Hezekiah, is mentioned in Kings, and 
Chronicles, when these historians are speaking of 
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, except in one or two instances at most, and those very 
ightly, none of the rest are so much as spoken of, or even 
ir existence hinted at; although, according to the Bible 
onology, they lived within the time those histories were 
ten; some of them long before. If those prophets, as they 
called, were men of such importance in their day as the 
ympilers of the Bible and priests and commentators have 
represented them to be, how can it be accounted for 
t not one of these histories should say anything about 
a? 

The history in the books of Kings and of Chronicles is 
ught forward, as I have already said, to the year 588 
ore Christ; it will, therefore, be proper to examine which 
these prophets lived before that period. 

Here follows a table of all the prophets, with the times 


TABLE OF THE PROPHETS. 


Years Years before 


Names. before Kings and Observations. 
Christ. Chronicles. 
es aay (ie) 172 mentioned. a . 
mentioned’ only in the 
ert tae |. 029 a | last chap. of Chron. 
eS 595 7 not mentioned. 
7 SO eS ey a 19 not mentioned. 
-. 6 SE a rd) 97 not mentioned, 
Pe ees ier °S00 212 not mentioned. 
Pee 789 199 -_ |not mentioned. 
tere! » 789 199 not mentioned. 
3 5 aga 862 274 see the note.* 
a aa 750 162 not mentioned. 
oeiS 71 125 not mentioned. 
bt 62 38 not mentioned, 
630 42 not mentioned. 


ia | after the 

} year 588 

a eines: ap, xiv., verse 25, the name of Jonah is mentioned on account 

storation of a tract of fand by Jeroboam; but nothing further is said of 

is any allusion made to’ the book of Jonah, nor to his pele to 
jor to his encounter with the whale. 
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in which they lived before Christ, according to the chro 
nology affixed to the first chapter of each of the books 6 
the prophets; and also of the number of years they livec 
before the books of Kings and ‘Chronicles were written 

This table is either not very honorable for the Bibk 
historians, or not very honorable for the Bible prophets: 
and I leave to priests and commentators, who are ver} 
learned in little things, to settle the point of etiquette be 
tween the two, and to assign a reason why the authors o 
Kings and Chronicles have treated those prophets whom 
in the former part of the Age of Reason, I have considerec 
as poets, with as much degrading silence as any historiat 
of the present day would treat Peter Pindar. 

I have one observation more to make on the book o 
Chronicles, after which I shall pass on to review the remain 
ing books of the Bible. 

In my observations on the book of Genesis, I have quotec 
a passage from the 36th chapter, verse 31, which evidenth 
refers to a time after kings began to reign over the childres 
of Israel; and I have shown that as this verse is 1 
the same as in Chronicles, chap. i, verse 43, where it 
consistently with the order of history, which in Genesis i 
does not, that the verse in Genesis, and a great part of th 
36th chapter, have been taken from Chronicles; and that thi 
book of Genesis, though it is placed first in the Bible, ant 
ascribed to Moses, has been manufactured by some un 
known person after the book of Chronicles was written, whicl 
was not until at least eight hundred and sixty years after thi 
time of Moses. 

The evidence I proceed by to substantiate this is resnlg 
and has in it but two stages. First, as I have already 
that the passage in Genesis refers itself for time to ‘ 
cles; secondly, that the book of Chronicles, to 
passage refers itself, was not begun to be writ 
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€ast eight hundred and sixty years after the time of Moses. 
To prove this, we have only to look into the thirteenth verse 
f the third chapter of the first book of Chronicles, where 
€ writer, in giving the genealogy of the descendants of 
_ mentions Zedekiah; and it was in the time of Zede- 
th that Nebuchadnezzar conquered Jerusalem, 588 years 
re Christ, and consequently more then 860 years after 
Moses. Those who have superstitiously boasted of the antiq- 
ity of the Bible, and particularly of the books ascribed 
Moses, have done it without examination, and without any 
rity than that of one credulous man telling it to an- 
t; for so far as historical and chronological evidence ap- 
lies, the very first book in the Bible is not so ancient as the 
j00k of Homer by more then three hundred years, and is 
about the same age with Zsop’s Fables. 
) 1 am not contending for the morality of Homer; on the 
y, 1 think it a book of false glory, tending to inspire 
1 and mischievous notions of honor; and with respect 
)Z8sop, though the moral is in general just, the fable is 
fe cruel; and the cruelty of the fable does more injury 
he heart, especially in a child, than the moral does good 
€ judgment. . 
z now dismissed Kings and €hronicles; I come to 
in course, the book of Ezra. 
is one proof, among others I shall produce, to show the 
30 in which this pretended word of God, the Bible, 
-b en put together, and the uncertainty of who the au- 
OFS were, we have only to look at the three first verses In 
fa, and the last two in Chronicles; for by what kind of 
and shuffling has it been that the three first verses 
a should ‘be the two last verses in Chronicles, or that 
ee ree re first in Ezra? 
s did not know their own works, or the com- 
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ready said, the disorder and ignorance in which the Bible 
has been put together, and that the compilers of it had no~ 


5 
The last verse in Chronicles is broken abruptly, and endl 
in the middle of the phrase with the word up, without signi-— 
fying to what place. This abrupt break, and the appearance — 


of the same verses in different books, shows, as I have al-” 


authority for what they were doing, nor we any authority 
for believing what they have done.* 


Two last verses of Chronicles. 

Ver. 22. Now in_the first 
year of Cyrus, king of Persia, 
that the word of the Lord, 
spoken by the mouth of Jere- 
miah, might be accomplished, 
the Lord stirred up the spirit 
of Cyrus, king of Persia, that 
he. made a_. proclamation 
throughout all his” kingdom, 
and put it also in writing, say- 
ing, 

23. Thus saith Cyrus, king 
of Persia, All the kingdoms of 
the earth hath the Lord God of 
heaven given me: and he hath 
charged me to build him an 
house in Jerusalem, which is 
in Judah. Who is there among 
you of all his people? the Lord 
his God be with him, and let 
him go up. 


*T observed, as I passed along, several broken and senseless p 
Bible, without thinking them of consequence enough to be introdu 


\ 


aS 


which ts in Jerusalem. 


Three first verses of Ezra. 
Ver. 1. Now in the first year 
of Cyrus, king of Persia, that 
the word of the Lord, by the 
mouth of Jeremiah, might be 
fulfilled, the Lord stirred up 
the spirit of Cyrus, king of Per- ’ 
sia, that he made a proclama- 


‘tion throughout all his king-— 


dom, and put it also in writing, 
saying, 

2. Thus saith Cyrus, king: 
of Persia, the Lord God of 
heaven hath given me all the 
kingdoms of the earth; and he: 
hath charged me to build hi 
an house at Jerusalem, wh 
is in Judah. 

3. Who is there among you 
of all his people? his God b 
with him, and let him go up # 
Jerusalém, which is in Jud 
and build the house of the Lor 
God of Israel,'(he is the God 


a 
~ 


2 
4 


AGE OF REASON. 113 


_ The only thing that has any appearance of certainty in 
he book of Ezra, is the time in which it was written, which 
immediately after the return of the Jews from the Baby- 
an captivity, about 536 years before Christ. Ezra (who, 
ding to the Jewish commentators, is the same person as 
s called Esdras in the Apocrypha), was one of the persons 
ho returned, and who, it is probable, wrote the account of 
that affair. Nehemiah, whose book follows next to Ezra, was 
of the returned persons; and who, it is also prob- 
¢, wrote the account of the same affair in the book that 
bears his name. But these accounts are nothing to us, nor to 
my other persons, unless it be to the Jews, as a part of the 
istory of their nation; and there is just as much of the 
of God in those books as there is in any of the histories 


e work; such as that, I. Samuel, chap. xiii. ver. 1, where it is said, ‘Saul 
one year; and when he had reigned two years over Israel, Saul chose him 
sand men,” &c. The first part of the verse, that Saul reigned one year, 
ho sense, since it does not tell us what Saul did, nor say anything of what 
at the end of that one year; and it is, besides, mere absurdity to say 
one year, when the very next phrase says he had reigned two; for if 
med two, it was impossible not to have reigned one. 
instance occurs in Joshua, chap. v, where the writer tells us a story 
(for such the table of contents at the head of the chapter calls him) 
unto Joshua; and the story ends abruptly, and without any conclusion. 
is as follows: Verse 13, ‘“‘And it came to pass, when Joshua was by . 
he lifted up his-eyes and looked, and behold there stood a man over 
a with his sword drawn in his hand; and Joshua went unto him and 
him, Art thou for us or for our adversaries?” Verse 14, “And he said, 
as captain of the hosts of the Lord am I now come. And Joshua fell on 
ace to the earth, and did worship, and said unto him, What saith my Lord 
$ servant?” Verse 15, “And the captain of thé Lord’s host said unto Joshua, 
shoe from thy foot; for the place whereon thou standeth is holy. And 
so.” And what then? nothing, for here the story ends, and the chapter 


the story is broken off in the middle, or it is a story told by some Jewish 
in ridicule. of Joshua’s pretended mission from God; and the compilers of 
not perceiving the desten of the story, have told it as a serious matter, 
of humor and ridicule it has a great deal of point, for it pompously in- 

in the figure of a man, with a drawn sword in his hand, before 
Is on his face to the earth and worships (which is contrary to their 
ent); and then this most important embassy from heaven ends 
to pull off his shoe. It might as well have told him to pull up his 


, however, that the Jews did not credit everything their leaders told 
‘appears from the cavalier manner in which they speak of Moses, when 
: into the mount. ‘‘As for this Moses,” say they, ‘“‘we wot not what is 

>» Exod. chap. xxxii, ver. 1. 
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of France, or Rapin’s History of England, or the history 
of any other country. 

But even in matters of historical record, neither of those 
writers are to be depended upon. In the second chapter of 
Ezra, the writer gives a list of the tribes and families, and of 
the precise number of souls of each, that returned from 
Babylon to Jerusalem: and this enrollment of the persons 
so returned appears to have been one of the principal ob- 
jects for writing the book; but in this there is an error that 
destroys the intention of the undertaking. 

The writer begins his enrolment in the following man- 
ner, chap. ii., ver. 3: “The children of Parosh, two thousand 
a hundred seventy and two.” Ver. 4, “The children of 
Shephatiah, three hundred seventy and two.” And in this 
manner he proceeds through all the families; and in the 
64th verse, he makes a total, and says, “The whole congre- 
gation together was forty and two thousand three hundred 
and threescore.” 

But whoever will take the trouble of casting up the sev- 
eral particulars will find that the total is but 29,818; se 
that the error is 12,542.* What certainty, then, can there be 
in the Bible for anything? 

Nehemiah, in like manner, gives a list of the returned 
families, and of the number of each family. He begins, as in 
Ezra, by saying, chap. vii.,-ver. 8, ““The children of Parosh, 
two thousand a hundred seventy and two; and so on through 
all the families. The list differs in several of the particulars 
from that of Ezra. In the 66th verse, Nehemiah makes a 
total, and says, as Ezra had said, “The whole congregation 
together was forty and two thousand three hundred and 
threescore.” But the particulars of this list makes a total 
of but 31,089, so that the error here is 11,271. These writers 
may do well enough for Biblemakers, but not for ar 
where truth and exactness is necessary. 


— 
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gcwlars of the Families from the second Chapter of Ezra. 
‘| Bro’t for. 12.243 | Bro’t for. 15,953 'Bm't for. — 


e 2 621} 37 1052 
16 o3 27 1272! 33 1247 
17 323) 28 223} 39 1017 
18 112} 29 52} 40 7 
19 223 30 156! 41 123 
20 95) 31 1254 42 1 
23 123) aye 320 33 302 
22 56} 33 725 60 632 
128) 34 345 
24 43} = ~ 35 3630 
15.953] 24.142; Total, 29818 


Phe next book in course is the book of Esther. If Madame 
aay it any honor to offer herself as a kept mistress 
: 1S, OF as a rival to Queen Vashti, who had re- 


m drinking seven days =e were merry). let Esther 
i look to that; it is no business of ours: at least 
See of mine; besides which the story has a great deal 
arance of being fabulous. and is also anonymous. 
ss on to the book of Job. 
he book of Job differs in character from all the books 
wwe hitherto passed over. Treachery and murder make 
pf this book; it is the meditations of a mind strongly 
Sed with the vicissitudes of human life, and by turms 
under, and struggling against the pressure. It is a 
cht composition, between willing submission and 
discontent, and shows man, as he sometimes is, 
ed to be resigned than he is capable of being. 
but-a small share in the character of the person 
01 the book treats; on the contrary, his grief is often 
S. ee ee ee 


nin aself the hard duty of contentment. 
en in a respectful manner of the book of Job 


a. ee 
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in the foriaer part of the Age of ‘Reason, but without know- 
ing at that time what I have learned since, which is, that - 
from all the evidence that can be collected the book of Job 
does not belong to the Bible. } 
I have seen the opinion of two Hebrew commentators, 
Abenezra and Spinoza, upon this subject. They both say” 
that the book of Job carries no internal evidence of being” 
a Hebrew book; that the genius of the composition and the” 
drama of the piece are not Hebrew; that it has been trans-_ 
lated from another language into Hebrew, and that the au=" 
thor of the book was a Gentile; that the character repre- 
sented under the name of Satan (which is the first and only” 
time this name is mentioned in the Bible) does not corre- 
spond to any Hebrew idea, and that the two convocations” 
which the Deity is-supposed to have made of those whom 
the poem calls sons of God, and the familiarity which this 
supposed Satan is stated to have with the Deity, are in the” 
same case. 
It may also be observed, that the book shows itself to 
be the production of a mind cultivated in science, which 
the Jews, so far from being famous for, were very ignorant 
of. The allusions to objects of natural philosophy are fre- 
quent and strong, and are of a different cast to anything i 
the books. known to be Hebrew. The astronomical names 
Pleiades, Orion, and Arcturus, are Greek and not Hebrew 
names, and it does not appear from anything that is to be” 
found in the Bible, that the Jews knew anything of astron- 
omy or that they studied it; they had no translation o 
those names into their own language, but adopted the 
names as they found them in the poem. 
That the Jews did translate the literary productions 
the Gentile nations into the Hebrew language, and mix s 
with their own, is not a matter of doubt; the thi 
chapter of Proverbs, is an evidence of this; it is fl 
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¥. 1: “The words of King Lemuel, the prophecy that his 
other taught him.” This verse stands as a preface to the 
roverbs that follow, and which are not the proverbs of 
lomon, but of Lemuel; and this Lemuel was not one of 
kings of Israel, nor of Judah, but of some other country, 
‘consequently a Gentile. The Jews, however, have adopted 
proverbs, and as they cannot give any account who the 
hor of the book of Job was, nor how they came by the 
k, and as it differs in character from the Hebrew writ- 
and stands totally unconnected with every other book 
chapter in the Bible, before it and after it, it has all the 
imstantial evidence of being originally a book of the 
es.* : 
The Bible-makers and those regulators of time, the 
fonologists, appear to have been at a loss where to place 
how to dispose of the book of Job; for it contains no 
historical circumstance, nor allusion to any, that might 
mine its place in the Bible. But it would not have 
sred the purpose of these men to have informed the 
of their ignorance, and therefore, they have affixed 
t to the era of 1520 years before Christ, which is during 
time the Israelites were in Egypt, and for which they 
just as much authority and no more than I should have 
Saying it was a thousand years before that period. The 
ibility, however, is that it~is older than any book in 


‘ou 


prayer known by the name of Agur’s prayer, in the 30th chapter gf 
immediately preceding the proverbs of Lemuel, and which is the only 
le, well-conceived and well-expressed prayer in the Bible, has much the 
rance of being a prayer taken from the Gentiles. The name of Agur occurs 
other occasion than this} and he is-introduced, together with the prayer 
him, in the same manner, and nearly in the same words, that Lemuel 
proverbs are introduced in the chapter that follows, The first verse of 
h chapter says, ‘The words of Agur, the son of Jakeh, even the prophecy.’”’ 
word prophecy is used in. the same application it has in the followin 
r of Lemuel unconnected with any thing of prediction. The prayer o 
is in the 8th and 9th verses, “Remove far from me vanity and lies; give me 
‘r poverty riches; feed me with food convenient for me; lest I be full 
thee, and say, Who is the Lord? or lest I be poor and steal, and take 

re of my in vain.” This has not any of the marks of being a Jewish 
f, for the Jews never prayed but when they, were in trouble, and never for 
{ it- victory, vengeance and riches. 
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the Bible; and it is the only one that can be read without 
indignation or disgust. 

We know nothing of what the ancient Gentile world (as 
it is called) was before the time of the Jews, whose practise 
has been to calumniate and blacken the character of all other 
nations; and it is from the Jewish accounts that we have 
learned to call them heathens. But, as far as we know to 
the contrary, they were a just and moral people, and not 
addicted, like the Jews, to cruelty and revenge, but of whose 
profession of faith we are unacquainted. It appears to have 
been their custom to personify both virtue and vice by 
statues and images, as is done nowadays both by statuary 
and by painting; but it does not follow from this that they 
worshiped them, any more than we do. 

I pass on to the book of Psalms, of which it is not neces- 
sary to make much observation. Some of them are moral, and 
others are very revengeful; and the greater part relates to 
certain local circumstances of the Jewish nation at the time 
they were written, with which we have nothing to do. It is, 
however, an error or an imposition to call them the -Psalms 
of David. They are a collection, as song-books are nowadays, 
from different song-writers, who lived at different times. The 
137th Psalm could not have been written till more than 
400 years after the time of David, because it was written 
in commemoration of an event, the captivity of the Jews 
in Babylon, which did not happen till that distance of time. 
“By the rivers of Babylon we sat down; yea, we wept, when 
we remembered Zion. We hanged our harps upon the wil- 
lows, in. the midst thereof; for there they that carried us 
away captive required of us a song, saying, Sing us one of 
the songs of Zion.” As a man would say to an American, 
or to a Frenchman, or to an Englishman, “Sing us one of 
your American songs, or of your French songs, or of yout 

English songs.” This remark, with respect to the ‘nes 
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A was written, is of no other use than to show (among 
hers already mentioned) the general imposition the world 
been under in respect to the authors of the Bible. No 
ard has been paid to time, place and circumstance, and 
names of persons have been affixed to the several books, 
ich it was as impossible they should write as that a man 
uld walk in procession at his own funeral. 
The Book of Proverbs. These, like the Psalms, are a col- 
ion, and that from authors belonging to other nations 
1 those of the Jewish nation, as I have shown in the ob- 
tions upon the book of Job; besides which some of the 
erbs_ ascribed to Solomon did not appear till two hun- 
d and fifty years after the death of Solomon; for it is said 
1 the Ist verse of the 25th chapter, “These are also prov- 
of Solomon, which the men of Hezekiah, king of Judah, 
wed out.” It was two hundred and fifty years from the 
e of Solomon to the time of Hezekiah. When a man is 
ous and his name is abroad, he is made the putative 
of things he never said or did, and this, most prob- 
has been the case with Solomon. It appears to have 
the fashion of that day to make proverbs, as it is now 
ake jestbooks and father them upon those who never 
hem. 
book of Ecclesiastes, or the Preacher, is also asc d 
Solomon, and that with much reason, if not with truth. 
t is written as the solitary reflections of a worn-out de- 
hee, such as Solomon was, who, looking back on scenes 
m no longer enjoy, cries out, “All is vanity!” A great 
i of the metaphor ahd of the sentiment is obscure, most 
bly by translation; but enough is left to show they 
strengly pointed in the original.* From what is trans- 
to us of the character of Solomon, he was witty, 


that look out of the window shall be darkened, is an obscure figure in 
for loss of sight. 
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ostentatious, dissolute, and at last melancholy. He lived fast, 
and died, tired of the world, at the age of fifty-eight years. 
Seven hundred wives and three hundred concubines are 
worse than none, and, however it may carry with it the ap= 
pearance of heightened enjoyment, it defeats all the felicity 
of affection by leaving it no point to fix upon. Divided love is 
never happy. This was the case with Solomon, and if he coul 
not, with all his pretensions to wisdom, discover it before- 
hand, he merited, unpitied,, the mortification he afterward 
eadared: In this point of view, his preaching is unnecessary, 
because, to know the-consequences, it is only necessary té 
know the cause. Seven hundred wives, and three hundred 
concubines would have stood in place of the whole book: 
It was needless, after this, to say that all was vanity and 
vexation of spirit; for it is impossible to Serie tape 


nes 


To be happy in old age, it is necessary that we secs 
ourselves to objects that can accompany the mind all the way 
through life, and that we take the rest as good in their day. 
The mere man of pleasure is miserable in old age, and the e 
mere drudge in business is but little better; whereas, natural” 
philosophy, mathematical and mechanical science, are a con= 
tinual source of tranquil pleasure, and in spite of the gloom: 
dogmas of priests and of superstition, the study of thes 
things is the true theology; it teaches man to know and ¢ 
admire the Creator, for the principles of science are in tht z 
creation, and are wnchanigeable and of divine origin. 

Those who knew Benjamin Franklin will recollect tha 
his mind was ever young, his temper ever serene; science, 
that never grows gray, was always his mistress. He was never 
without an object, for when we cease to have an object, we 
become like an invalid in a hospital waiting for death. 

Solomon’s Songs are amorous and foolish enough, 
which wrinkled fanaticism has called divine. The cc 
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the Bible have placed these songs after the book of Ec- 
iastes, and the chronologists have affixed to them the 
ra Of 1014 years before Christ, at which time Solomon, ac- 
ording to the same chronology, was nineteen years of age, 
was then forming his seraglio of wives and concubines. 
Bible-makers and the-chronologists should have man- 
this matter a little better, and either have said nothing 
ut the time, or chosen a time less inconsistent with the 
pposed divinity of those songs; for Solomon was then in 
honeymoon of one thousand debaucheries. 
it should also have occurred to them that, as he wrote, 
he did write, the book of Ecclesiastes long after these 
and in which he exclaims, that all is vanity and 
ion of spirit, that he included those songs in that 
ption. This is the more probable, because he says, or 
ebody for him, Ecclesiastes, chap, ii. ver. 8, “7 gat me 
singers and women singers (most probably to sing those 
35), as musical instruments and that of all sorts; and be- 
(ver. 11), all was vanity and vexation of spirit.” The 
pilers, however, have done their work but by halves, for 
| they have given us the songs, they should have given us 
aes, that we might sing them. 
, books called the Books of the Prophets fill up all 
lé remaining parts of the Bible; they are sixteen in num- 
t, beginning with Isaiah, and ending with Malachi, of 
I have given you a list in my observations upon 
onicles. Of these sixteen prophets, all of whom, except 
three last, lived within the time the books of Kings and 
icles were written,) two only, Isaiah and Jeremiah, are 
oned in the history of those books. I shall begin with 
two, reserving what I have to say on the general 
ter of a. men called prophets to another part of the 


ca. | 
8) 


ascribed to Isaiah will find it one of the most wild and dis: 
orderly compositions ever put together; it has neither be- 
ginning, middle, nor end; and, except a short historical part 
and a few sketches of history in two or three of the first 
chapters, is one continued, incoherent, bombastical rant, full 
of extravagant metaphor, without application, and destitute, 
of meaning; a school-boy would scarcely have been excusa=" 
ble for-writing such stuff; it is (at least in the translation)” 
that kind of composition and false taste that is _— 
called prose run mad. 

The historical part begins at the 36th chapter, and is con- 
tinued to the end of the 39th chapter. It relates to some mat=" 
ters that are said to have passed during the reign of Heze- 
kiah, king of Judah; at which time Isaiah lived. This frag- 
ment of history begins and ends abruptly; it has not the 
least connection with the chapter that precedes it, nor with, 
that which follows it, nor with any other in the book: It is 
probable that Isaiah wrote this fragment himself, because 
he was an actor in the circumstances it treats of; but, except 
this part, there are scarcely two chapters that have any 
connection with each other; one is entitled, at the begin- 
ning of the first verse, “The burden of Babylon;” another,” 
“The burden of Moab;” another, “The burden of Damas— 
cus;” another, “The burden of Egypt;” another, “The buir- 
den of the desert of the sea;” another, “The burden of the 
valley of vision’’*—as you would say, “The story of the 
Knight of the Burning Mountain,” “The story of Cinde- 
rella,” or “The Children in the Wood,” etc., etc. : 

I have already shown, in the instance of the two last verses” 
of Chronicles, and the three first in Ezra, that the compiler 
of the Bible mixed and confounded the writings of different 
authors with each other, which alone, were there no other 
cause, is sufficient to destroy the authenticity of any 
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* See beginning of chapters xiii, xv, xvii, xix, xxi and xxii. 


tion, because it is more than presumptive evidence that 
ompilers were ignorant who the authors were. A very — 
‘ing instance of this occurs in the book ascribed to Isaiah; 
atter part of the 44th chapter and the beginning of the 
so far from having been written by Isaiah, could only | 
e been written by some person who lived at least a hun- — 
d and fifty years after Isaiah was dead. oa 
ese chapters are a compliment to Cyrus, who permit- 
1 the Jews to return to Jerusalem from the Babylonian 
dtivity, to rebuild Jerusalem and the temple,.as is stated 
ra. The last verse of the 44th chapter and the beginning _ 
2 45th, are in the following words: “That saith of 
us; He is my shepherd, and shall perform all my pleas- 
even saying to Jerusalem, Thou shalt be built, and to 
temple, Thy foundation shall be laid. Thus saith the 
d to his anointed, to Cyrus, whose right hand I have — 
wolden, to subdue nations before him; and I will loose the — 
of Rings, to open before him the two-leaved gates and 
ates shall not be shut; I will go before thee,” etc. 
hat audacity of church and priestly ignorance it is to — 
e this book upon the world as the writing of Isaiah, 
en Isaiah, according to their own chronology, died soon 
he death of Hezekiah, which was 693 years before — 
and the decree of Cyrus, in favor of the Jews re- 
‘to Jerusalem, was, according to the same chronol- 
6 years before Christ, which is a distance of time 
en ie two of 162 years. I do Bot suppose that the com-~ 
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making every part of this romantic book of schoolboy’s elo- 
quence bend to the monstrous idea of a Son of God begot= 
ten by a ghost on the body of a virgin, there is no imposi- 
tion we are not justified in suspecting them of. Every phrase” 
and circumstance is marked with the barbarous hand of su= 
perstitious torture, and forced into meanings it was impossi- 
ble they could have. The head of every chapter and the top” 
of every page are blazoned with the names of Christ and the’ 
Church, that the unwary reader might suck in the error 
before he began to read. | 

“Behold a virgin shall conceive,.and bear a son,” Isaiah, 
chap. vii., ver. 14, has been interpreted to mean the person 
called Jesus Christ, and his mother Mary, and has been 
echoed through Christendom for more than a thousand: 
years; and such has been the rage of this opinion that scarce- 
ly a spot in it but has been stained with blood, and marked 
with_desolation in consequence of it. Though .it is not my 
intention to enter into controversy on subjects of this kind, 
but to confine myself to show that the ‘Bible is gpumteneaaaas 
thus, by taking away ay the foundation, to overthrow at.once. 
the whole structure of superstition raised thereon, 1 will, 
however, stop a moment to expose the fallacious 's application 
of this passage. 

Whether Isaiah was playing a trick with Ahaz, king of 
Judah, to whom this passage is spoken, is no business of 
mine; I mean only to show the misapplication of the pas- 
sage, and that it has no more reference to Christ and his 
mother than it has to me and my mother. The story is sim- 
ply this: The king of Syria and the king of Israel, (I have 
already mentioned that the Jews were split into two nations, 
one of which was called Judah, the capital of which was 
Jerusalem, and the other’ Israel), made war jointly against 
Ahaz, king of Judah, and marched their armies toward 
salem. Ahaz and his people became alarmed, and the 


people, as the trees of the wood are moved swith tia 


In Pais situation of things, Isaiah addresses himself to — 
az, and assures him in the name of the Lord (the cant 


rase of all the prophets) that these two kings should not 


eed against him; and to satisfy Ahaz that this should 
the case, tells him to ask a sign. This, the account says, 


ee 


empt the Lord; upon which Isaiah, who is the speaker, 
ver. 14, “Therefore the Lord himself shall give you a 
‘ehold, a virgin shall conceive and bear a son,” and the 
erse says, “For before this child shall know to refuse 


e evil, and choose the good, the land that thou abhorrest, 
r dreadest, meaning Syria and the kingdom of Israel) shall — 
forsaken of both her kings.” Here then was the sign, and — 


ime limited for the completion of the assurance or prom- 


namely, before this child should know to refuse the evil | 


choose the good. 
Isaiah having committed himself thus far, it became nec- 
to him, in order to avoid the imputation of being a 


rophet and the consequence thereof, to take’measures 
ake this sign appear. It certainly was not a difficult _ 
in any time of the world, to find_a girl with child, or — 


ake her so, and perhaps Isaiah knew of one beforehand; 


lo not suppose that the prophets of that day were any 


to be trusted than the priests of this. Be that, however, 


may, he says in the next chapter, ver. 2, “And I took 


ito me faithful witnesses to record, Uriah the priest, and 


ariah the son of Jeberechiah, and I went unto the o 


jy and ue conceived and bare a son.’ 


jaz declined doing, giving as a reason that he would not _ 
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sordid interests of priests in later times, have founded a 
theory which they call the Gospel; and have applied tt 
story to signify the person they call Jesus Christ, begotten, 
they say, by a ghost, whom they call holy, on the body of a 
woman, engaged in marriage, and afterward married, whom 
they call a virgin, 700 years after this foolish story was 
told; a theory which, speaking for myself, I hesitate not to 
disbelieve, and to say, is as fabulous and as false as God is 
true.* 

But to show the imposition and falsehood of Isaiah, we 
have only to attend to the sequel of this story, which, thous 
it is passed over in silence in the book of Isaiah, is related i in 
the 28th chapter of the second Chronicles, and which is, that 
instead of these two kings failing in their attempt against 
Ahaz, king of Judah, as Isaiah had pretended to foretell in 
the name of the Lord, they succeeded; Ahaz was defeated 
and destroyed, a hundred and twenty thousand of his people 
were slaughtered, Jerusalem was plundered, and two hun- 
dred thousand women, and sons and daughters, carried into 
captivity. Thus much for this lying prophet and impostor, 
Isaiah, and the book of falsehoods that bears his name. 

I pass on to the book of Jeremiah. This prophet, as he is 
called, lived in the time that Nebuchadnezzar besieged Jeru- 
salem, in the reign of Zedekiah, the last king of Judah; and 
the suspicion was strong against him that he was a traitor 
in the interests of Nebuchadnezzar. Everything relating to 
Jeremiah shows him to have been a man of an equivocal 
character; in his metaphor of the potter and the clay, chap. 
Xviil., he euards his prognostications in such a crafty mannet 
as Maes to leave himself a door to escape by, in case the 
event should be contrary to what he had predicted. 


“In the 14th verse of the 7th chapter, it is said that the child should 
Immanuel; but this name was not given to either of the children of! 
a character which the word signifies. That of the propherss was ¢ 
shalalhash-baz, and that of Mary was called. Jesus. i 
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n the 7th and 8th verses of that chapter he makes the 
mighty to say, “At what instant I shall speak concerning 
nation, and concerning a kingdom, to pluck up, and to pull 

wn, and destroy it. If that nation, against whom I have 
onounced, turn from their evil, I will repent of the evil that_ 
ought to do unto them.” Here was a proviso against one 
Je of the case; now for the other side. 

Verses 9 aiid. 10, “And at what instant I shall speak. con- _ 
ning a nation, and concerning a kingdom, to build and to _ 
it, if it do fev in my sight, that it obey not my voice; 

then I shall repent of the good wherewith I said I would 
benefit them.” Here is a proviso against the other side; and, 
cording to this plan of prophesying, a prophet could never 
wrong, however mistaken the Almighty might be. This 
of absurd subterfuge, and this manner of speaking of the i 
mighty, as one would speak of a man, is consistent with 
thing but the stupidity of the Bible. 

s to the authenticity of the book, it is only necessary to 
ad it, in order to decide positively that, though some pas- 
ss recorded therein may have been spoken by Jeremiah, 
snot the author of the book. The historical parts, if they 
e called by that name, are in the most confused condi- 
; the same events are several times repeated, and that 
‘a manner different, and sometimes in contradiction to 
ch other; and this disorder runs even to the last chapter, 
1ere the history upon which the greater part of the book 
been employed begins anew, and ends abruptly. The 
ok has all the appearance of being a medley of uncon- 
ed anecdotes respecting persons and things of that time, 
Hected together in the same rude manner as if the various 
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ewspapers respecting persons and things of the present 
Ww put together without date, order, or explanation. a 


128 AGE OF REASON. i } 


It appears, from the account of the 37th chapter, that the 
army of Nebuchadnezzar, which is called the army of the 
Chaldeans, had besieged Jerusalem some time, and on theit 
hearing that the army of Pharaoh; of Egypt, was marching 
against them they raised the siege and retreated for a time, It 
may here be proper to mention, in order to understand this 
confused history, that Nebuchadnezzar had besieged and 
taken Jerusalem during the reign of Jehoiakim, the prede- 
cessor of Zedekiah; and that it was Nebuchadnezzar who 
had made Zedekiah king, or rather viceroy; and that this 
second siege, of which the book of Jeremiah treats, was in 
consequence of the revolt of Zedekiah against Nebuchadnez- 
zar. This will in some measure account for the suspicion that 
affixes to Jeremiah of being a traitor and in the interest of 
Nebuchadnezzar; whom Jeremiah calls, in the 43d chapter, 
ver. 10, the servant of God. 

The 11th verse of this chapter (the 37th), says, “And it 
came to pass, that, when the army of the Chaldeans was 
broken up from Jerusalem, for fear of Pharaoh’s army, that 
Jeremiah went forth out of Jerusalem, to go (as this account 
states) into the land of Benjamin, to separate himself thence 
in the midst of the people, and when he was in the gate of 
Benjamin, a captain of the ward was there, whose name was 
Irijah, the son of Shelemiah, the son of Hananiah, and he 
took Jeremiah the prophet, saying, Thou fallest away to the 
Chaldeans. Then said Jeremiah, It is false; I fall not away 
to the Chaldeans.” Jeremiah being thus stopped and accused, 
was, after being examined, committed to prison on suspicion 
of being a traitor, where he remained, as is stated in the last 
verse of this chapter. 

But the next chapter gives an account of the imprisonment 
of Jeremiah which has no connection with this account, but 
ascribes his imprisonment to another circumstance, and 
which we must go back to the 21st chapter. It is ther 
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)) ver. 1, that Zedekiah sent Pashur, the son of Malchiah, and 
\ Zephaniah, the son of Maaseiah the priest, to Jeremiah to 
} inquire of him concerning Nebuchadnezzar, whose army was 
» then before Jerusalem; and Jeremiah said unto them, ver..8 
and 9, “Thus saith the Lord, Behold I set before you the way 
of life, and the way of death; he that abideth in this city 
shall die by the sword, and by the famine, and by the pesti- 
» lence; but he that goeth out and falleth to the Chaldeans 
that besiege you, he shall live, and his life shall be unto him 
for a prey.” 
' This interview and conference breaks off abruptly at the 
" end of the 10th verse of the 21st chapter; and such is the dis- 
» order of this book that we have to pass over sixteen chap- 
fs, upon various subjects, in order to come at the continua- 
) tion and event of this conference, and this brings us to the 
_ first verse of the 38th chapter, as I have just mentioned. 
' The 38th chapter opens with saying; ‘“Then Shepatiah, the 
son of Mattan; Gedaliah, the son.of Pashur; and Jucal, the 
4 son of Ghelemiah: -and Pashur, the son of Malchiah (here 
= are more persons mentioned than. in the 21st chapter), heard 
the words that Jeremiah had spoken unto all the people, say- 
"ing, Thus saith the Lord, He that remaineth in this city, shall 
\ die by the sword, by the famine, and by the pestilence; but 
| he that goeth forth to the Chaldeans shall live, for he shall 
| have his life for a prey, and shall live ;’”’ (which are the words 
» of the conference), therefore, (they say to Zedekiah), ‘““We 
| beseech thee, let us put this man to death, for thus he weak- 
» eneth the hands of the men of war that remain in this city, 
| and the hands of all the people in speaking such words unto 
| them; for this man seeketh not the welfare of the people, but 
the hurt.” And at the 6th verse it is said, “Then took they 
eremiah, and cast him into the dungeon of Malchiah.” 
_ These two accounts are different and contradictory. The — 
- one ascribes his imprisonment to his attempt to escape out | 


of the city: the other to his preaching a prophesying i in ae 
city; the one to his being seized by the guard at the gate; th 
other to his being accused before Zedekiah, by - the con 
ferees.* 
In the next chapter (the 39th). we have another ee 
_ of the disordered state of this book; for notwithstanding the 
_- siege of the city by Nebuchadnezzar has been the subject of 
several of the preceding chapters, particularly the 37th and 
38th, the 39th chapter begins as if not a word had been said 
- upon the subject; and asif the reader was to be informed c 
every particular concerning it, for it begins with saying, verse 

, “In the ninth year of Zedekiah, king of Judah, in the tenth 
month, came Nebuchadnezzar, king of Babylon, and all his” 
army, against Jerusalem, and they besieged it,” etc. se 

But the instance in the last chapter (the 52d) is still more 

glaring, for though the story has been told over and over 
-again, this chapter still supposes the reader not to know any 
thing of it, for it begins by saying, ver. 1, “Ledekiah was 6 
_ *1 observed two chapters, 16th and 17th, in the first book of Samuel, th 
contradict each other with respect to Dayid, and the manner he became | acquain 
with Saul; as the 37th and 38th chapters of the book of Jeremiah contradict eac 
other with respect to the cause of Jeremiah’s imprisonment. \ 

In the 16th chapter of Samuel, it is said, that an evil spirit of God troubled Sau 4 
and that his servants advised him (as a remedy) “to seek out a man who was 
cunning player upon the harp.” And Saul said, [verse 17,] Provide me no 


man that can play well, and bring #im to me. Then answered one of the servan 
and said, Behold I have seen a son of Jesse the Bethlchea that is semanas 


: so Saul was. refr' 
But the next chapter ath gives an account, all different to this, of the mann: 
that Saul and David became acquainted. Here it is ascribed to to David’s encounter 


in the camp. In the 55th verse of this chapter it is said, 

David go forth against the Philistine [Goliah], he. said unto ee the captain 

~ the host, Abner, whose son is this youth? And Abner said, As thy soul livet 
king, I cannot tell. And the king said, Enquire thou whose son: the stripli 
And as David returned from the slaughter of the Philistine, Abner took hi d 
brought him before Saul with the head of the Philistine in his hand. eet Saul” 
said to him, Whose son art thou, thou young man? And David answer 
the son of thy servant Jesse the Bethlehemite.” These two accounts ee 
other, because each of them supposes Saul and David not to have knoy 
other before. This book, the Bible‘is too ridiculous even Be “criticism. 
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| and twenty years old when he began to'reign, and he reigned 
eleven years in Jerusalem, and his mother’s namé was Hamu- 
tal, the daughter of Jeremiah of Libnah. (Ver. 4), And it 
came to pass in the ninth year of his reign, in the tenth 
| month, in the tenth day of the month, that Nebuchadnezzar, 
| king of Babylon, came, he and all his army, against Jerusa- 
| lem, and pitched against it, and built forts against it,” etc. 
'  Itis not possible that any one man, and more particularly 
» Jeremiah, could have been the writer of this book. The errors 
» are such as could not have been committed by any person 
" sitting down to compose a work. Were I, or any other man, 
' to write in such a disorded manner, nobody would read what 
» was written; and everybody would suppose that the writer 
) was in a state of insanity. The only way, therefore, to ac- 
' Count for this disorder is, that the book is a medley of de- 
» tached, unauthenticated anecdotes, put together by some 
| stupid book-maker, under the name of Jeremiah, because 
" many of them refer to him and to the circumstances of the 
_ times he lived in. : 

' Of the duplicity; and of the false prediction of Jeremiah, 
>I shall mention two instances, and then proceed to review 
" the remainder of the Bible. 

_ It appears from the 38th chapter, that when Jeremiah 
"was in prison, Zedekiah sent for him, and at this interview, 
» which was private, Jeremiah pressed it strongly on Zedekiah 
_ to surrender himself to the enemy. “Jf,” says he (ver. 17), 
' “thou wilt assuredly go forth unto the king of Babylon's 
| princes, then thy soul shall live,” etc. Zedekiah was appre- 
- hensive that what passed at this conference should be known, 
» and he said to Jeremiah (ver. 25), “If the princes [meaning 
' those of Judah] hear that I have talked with thee, and they 
“come unto thee, and say'unto thee, Declare unto us now 
what thou hast said unto the king; hide it not from us, and 
“we will not put thee to death; and also what the king said 
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unto thee; then thou shalt say unto them, I presented my 
supplication before the king, that he would not cause me to 
return to Jonathan’s house to die there. Then came all the 
4 princes unto Jeremiah, and asked him: and he told them ac-' 
+ cording to all the words the king had commanded.” Thus, 
| this man of God, as he is called, could tell a lie or very 
strongly prevaricate; when he supposed it would answer his 
purpose; for certainly he did not go to Zedekiah to make his 
supplication, neither did he make it; he went because- he 
was sent for, and he employed that opportunity to advise 
Zedekiah to surrender himself to Nebuchadnezzar. 
In the 34th chapter is a prophecy of Jeremiah to Zede- 
kiah, in these words (ver. 2), “Thus saith the Lord, Behold 
I will give this city into the hands of the king of Babylon, 
and he shall burn it with fire; and thou shalt not escape out. 
| of his hand, but shalt surely be taken, and delivered into his 
RB hand; and thine eyes shall behold the eyes of the king of 
e Babylon, and he shall speak with thee mouth to mouth, and 
thou Shalt go to Babylon. Vet hear the word of the Lord, Q 
|. Zedekiah, king of Judah, Thus saith the Lord, of thee, Thou 
shalt not die by the sword, but thou shalt die in peace; and 
with the burnings of thy fathers, the former kings which 
were before thee, so shall they burn odors for thee, and they 
will lament thee, saying, Ah, Lord; for-I have pronounced 
the word, saith the Lord.” 

Now, instead of Zedekiah beholding the eyes of the king 
of Babylon, and speaking with him mouth to mouth, and 
dying in peace, and with the burning of odors, as at the. fu- 
neral of his fathers, (as Jeremiah had declared the Lord him- 
self had pronounced), the reverse, according to the 52nd 
chapter, was the case; it is there said (ver. 10), “And the 
king of Babylon slew the son of Zedekiah before his eyes; 
Then he put. out the eyes of Zedekiah, and the king of, 
Babylom bound him in ans and nod him to. Bab 
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- and put him in prison till the day of his death.” What, then, 
"Can we say of these prophets, but that they were impostors 
and liars? 
_ As for Jeremiah, he experienced none of those evils. He 
" was taken into favor by Nebuthadnezzar, who gave him in 
_ charge to the captain of the guard (chap. xxxix., ver. 12), 
» “Take him (said he) and look well to him, and do him no 
‘harm; but do unto him even as he shall say-unto thee.” 
"Jeremiah joined himself afterward to Nebuchadnezzar, and 
) went about prophesying for him against the Egyptians, who 
» had marched to the relief of Jerusalem while it was besieged. 
"Thus much for another of the lying prophets, and the book 
' that bears his name. 
T have been the more particular in treating of the books 
"ascribed to Isaiah and Jeremiah, because those two are 
: Spoken of in the books of Kings and Chronicles, which the 
' others are not. The remainder ‘of the books ascribed to the 
"men called prophets I shall not trouble myself much about, 
but take them collectively into the observations I shall offer 
on the character of the men styled prophets. 
\ In the former part of the Age of Reason, I have said that 
the werd prophet was the Bible word for poet, and that the 
‘flights and metaphors of Jewish poets have been foolishly 
erected into what are’now called prophecies. I am sufficiently 
‘justified in this opinion, not only because the books called 
the prophecies are written in poetical language, but because 
" there is no word in the Bible, except it be the word prophet, 
that describes what we mean by a poet. I have also said, that 
- the word signifies a performer upon musical instruments, of 
"which I have given some instances, such as that of a com- 
pany of prophets prophesying with psalteries, with tabrets, 
' with pipes, with harps, etc., and that Saul prophesied with 
‘them, I. Sam., chap x., ver. 5. It appears from this passage, 
and from other parts in the book of Samuel, that the word 
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prophet was confined to signify poétry and music; for the 
person who was supposed to have a visionary insight into 
concealed things, was not a prophet but a seer* (I. Sam., 
chap. ix., ver. 9); and it was not till after the word seer went 
out of use (which most probably was when Saul banished 
those he called wizards) that the profession of the seer, or 
the art of seeing, became incorporated into the word prophet. 

According to the modern meaning of the word prophet and 
prophesying, it signifies foretelling events to a great distance 
of time, and it became necessary to the inventors of the Gos- 
pel to give it this latitude of meaning, in order to apply or 
to stretch what they call the prophecies of the Old Testa- 
ment to the times of the New; bit according to the Old Test- 
ament, the prophesying of the seer, and afterward of the 
prophet, so far as the meaning of the word seer incorporated 
into that of prophet, had reference only to things of the time 
then passing, or very closely connected with it, such as the 
event of a battle they were going to engage in, or of a jour- 
ney, or of any enterprise they were going to undertake, or of 
any circumstance then pending, or of any difficulty they were 
then in; all of which had immediate reference to themselves 
(as in the case already mentioned of Ahaz and Isaiah with 
respect to the expression, “Behold a virgin shall conceive and 
bear a son,’) and not to any distant future time. It was that 
kind of prophesying that corresponds to what we call for- 
tune-telling, such as casting nativities, predicting riches, for- 
tunate or unfortunate marriages, conjuring for lost goods, 
etc.; and it is the fraud of the Christian Church, not that of 
the Jews, and the ignorance and the superstition of modern, 
not that of ancient times, that elevated those poetical, mu- 
sical, conjuring, dreaming, strolling gentry into the re ga: 
have since had. 


*T know not what is the Hebrew word that corresponds to the ir "seen 4 
English; but I observe it is translated into French by la voyant, from the 
voir, to see; and which means the person who sees, or the seer. : 
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But, besides this general character of all the prophets, they 
» had also a particular character. They were in parties, and 
| they prophesied for or against, according to the party they 
) were with, as the poetical and political writers of the present 
| day write in defence of the party they associate with against 
: the other. ; 
_ After the Jews were divided into two nations, that of 
' Judah and that of Israel, each party had its prophets, who 
' abused and accused each other of being false prophets, lying 
‘prophets, impostors, etc. 
' The prophets of the party of Judah prophesied against the 
) prophets of the party of Israel; and those of the party of Is- 
‘Yael against those of Judah. This party prophesying showed 
itself immediately on the separation under the first two rival 
ings, Rehoboam and Jeroboam. The prophet that cursed or 
"prophesied against the altar that Jeroboam had built in 
Bethel, was of the party of Judah, where Rehoboam was 
sking; and he was waylaid on his return home, by a prophet 
Of the party of Israel, who said unto him (I. Kings, chap. 
xiii.) “Art thou the man of God that came from Judah? and 
he said, I am.” Then the prophet of the party of Israel said 
» to him, “J am a prophet also, as thou art (signifying of 
Judah), and an angel spake unto me by the word of the Lord, 
\ saying, Bring him back with thee into thine house, that he 
" may eat bread and drink water: but (says the 18th verse) he 
| lied unto him.” This event, however, according to the story, 
’ is that the prophet of Judah never got back to Judah, for he 
" was found dead on the road, by the contrivance of the ~ 
prophet of Israel, who, no doubt, was called a true prophet 
am by his own party, and the prophet of Judah a lying prophet. 
_ In the third chapter of the second of Kings, a story is re- 
‘ated of prophesying or conjuring that shows, in several par- 
_ ticulars, the character of a prophet. Jehoshaphat, king of 

Judah, and Jehoram, king of Israel, had for.a while ceased 


their party animosity, and entered into an alliance; an 
these two, together with the king of Edom, engaged in a war 
against the king of Moab. After uniting and marching, thei 
armies, the story says, they were in great distress for water; 
upon which Jehoshaphat said, “Js there not here a prophet of 
the Lord, that we may inquire of the Lord by him? and one 
of the servants of the king of Israel said, Here is Elisha? 
_ [Elisha was one of the party of Judah]. “And Jehoshaphat 
_ the king of Judah, said, The word of the Lord is with him. 
_ The story then says, that these three kings went down to 
_ ~ Elisha; and when Elisha (who, as I have said, was a Judah- 
mite prophet) saw the king of Israel, he said unto him 
_ “What have I to do with thee? get thee to the prophets 
_ _thy father, and to the prophets of thy mother. And the k 
of Israel said unto him, Navy, for the Lord hath cailed th 
three kings together, to deliver them into the hand of Moab 
__ [Meaning because of the distress they were in for water 
_ Upon which Elisha said, “As the Lord of hosts liveth, befor 
_ whom I stand, surely, were it not that I regardsthe prese 
a of Jehoshaphat, the king of Judah, I would not look towards 
__ thee, nor see thee.” Here is all the venom and vulgarity of ; 
party prophet. We have now to see the performance, or m. 
- ner of prophesying. 
/ Ver. 15. “Bring me, (said Elisha) a minstrel: Aiea it camé 
to pass, when the minstrel played, that the hand of the Lor. 
_~ .came upon him.” Here is the farce of.the conjurer. Now 
_ ‘the prophecy: “And Elisha said; {singing most probably 
- the tune he was pee Thus saith the Lord, ies this 


farce, that the way to get water ee to dig for it. aie 
But as every conjurer is not famous alike fo: h 
ee so neither were thogeforaphets for ee all « 


on ey was a chief in ie branch of prophesying; it was he ae 
that: cursed the forty-two children in the name of the Lord, 
hom the two she-bears came and devoured. We are to sup- = 
se that those children were of the party of Israel; but as 
é who will curse will lie, there is just as much credit to 
€ given to this story of Elisha’s two she-bears as there is to 
jat of the Dragon of Wantley, of whom it is said: 
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= “Poor children three devoured he, 
; ‘That could not with him grapple; 
And at one sup he ate them up, 

As a man would eat an apple.” 


ere was another description of men called prophets, 
amused themselves with dreams and visions; but 
ether by night or by day we know not. These, if they were. 
ot quite harmless, were but little mischievous. Of this class 


‘Ezekiel and Daniel; and the first question upon those 
S, as upon all the others, is, are they genuine? that is, + 
they written by Ezekiel and Daniel? , 

Of this there is no proof, but so’far as my own opinion 
es, 1 am more inclined to believe they were, than that they 
ere not. My reasons for this opinion-are as follows: First, — 
ause those books do *hot contain internal evidence to — 
‘ove they were not written by Ezekiel and Daniel, as the © 
oks ascribed to Moses, Joshua, Samuel, etc., prove ‘ie 
not written by Moses, Joshua, Samuel, etc. af 
condly, Because. they were not written till after the = 
lonian captivity began, and there is good reason to be- ~ 
lieve that not any book in the Bible was written before that — 
sat least it is proveable, from the books themselves, 
have < already shown, that aa were not written till after a 


ee © 0 . 
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Thirdly, Because the manner in which the books ascribet 
to Ezekiel and Daniel are written agrees with the conditiot 
these men were in at the time of writing them. 

Had the numerous commentators and priests, who hay 
foolishly employed or wasted their time in pretending to ex 
pound and unriddle those books, been carried into captivity 
as Ezekiel and Daniel were, it would have greatly improvet 
their intellects in comprehending the reason for this mode o 
writing, and have saved them the trouble of racking thei 
invention, as they have done, to no purpose; for they woulk 
have found that themselves would be obliged to write what 
ever they had to write respecting their own affairs or thost 
of their friends or of their country, in a concéaled manner 
as those men have done. 

These two books differ from all the rest, for it is only thes 
that are filled with accounts of dreams and visions; and thi 
difference arose from the situation the writers were in as pris 
oners of war, or prisoners of state, in a foreign country, whicl 
obliged them to convey even the most trifling information t 
each other, and all their political projects or opinions, in ob 
scure and metaphorical terms. They pretended to hav 
dreamed dreams and séen visions, because it was unsafe fo 
them to speak facts,or plain language. We ought, however tt 
suppose that the persons to whom they wrote understooc 
what they meant, and that it was not.intended anybody elsi 
should. But these busy commentators and priests have bee! 
puzzling their wits to find out what it was not intended the 
should know, and with which they have nothing to do. 

Ezekiel and Daniel were carried prisoners to Babylon un 
der the first captivity, in the time of Jehoiakim, nine year 
before the second captivity in the time of Zedekiah. 

The Jews were then still numerous, and had considerabl 
force at Jerusalem; and as it is natural to suppose that mei 
in the situation-of Ezekiel and Daniel would be medita 


AGE OF REASON. 


i 
5 


e recovery | of their country and hen own deliverance, itis 
: pasonable to suppose that the accounts of dreams and vi- | 
sions with which those books are filled, are no other than a 
uised mode of correspondence, to facilitate those objects 
it served them as a cipher or secret alphabet. If they are 
t this, they are tales, reveries, and nonsense; or, at least, a _ 
neiful way of wearing off the wearisomeness of captivity; ~ 
ut the presumption is they were the former. 

Ezekiel begins his books by speaking of a vision of cheru- 
ms and of a wheel within a wheel, which he says he saw by 
river Chebar, in the land ‘of his captivity. Is it not rea- 
ble te suppose, that by the cherubims he meant’ the tem- 
ple at Jerusalem, where they had figures of cherubims? and 
y a wheel within a wheel (which, as a figure, has always 
een understood to signify political contrivance) the project 
means of recovering Jerusalem? In the latter part of this 
book, he supposes himself transported to Jerusalem and. into  — 
the temple; and he refers back to the vision on the river 
ebar, and says (chapter xliii, verse 3), that this last vision __ 
was like the vision on the river Chebar; which indicates that _ 
ose pretended dreams and visions fad for their object the — ~ 
covery of Jerusalem, and nothing further. 

_As to the romantic interpretations and applications, wild 
he dreams and visions they undertake to explain, which | 
mmentators and priests have made of those books, that of 
verting them into things which they call prophecies, and 
aking themi bend to times and circumstances as far remote 
even as the present day, it shows the fraud or the extreme — 
folly to which credulity or priestcraft can go. : 
Scarcely anything can be more absurd than to suppose 
that men situated as Ezekiel and Daniel were, whose country 
verrun and in the possession of the enemy, all their 
sand relations in captivity abroad, or in slavery at 
vas massacred, or in eee danger of it; scan : 
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anything, I say, can be more absurd, than to suppose tha 
such men should find nothing to do but that of employinj 
their time and their thoughts about what was to happen t& 
other nations a thousand or two thousand years after the} 
were dead; at the same time, nothing is more natural thai 
that they should meditate the recovery of Jerusalem, anc 
their own deliverance; and that this was the sole object o 
all the obscure and apparently frantic writings contained i1 
those books. p 

In this sense, the mode of writing used in those two books 
being forced by necessity, and not adopted by choice, is no 
irrational; but, if we are to use the books as prophecies, the} 
are false. In the 29th chapter of Ezekiel, speaking of Egypt 
it is said, (ver. 11), “No foot of man shall pass through it 
nor foot of beast shall pass through it; neither shall it be in 
habited for forty years.” This is what never came to pass 
and consequently it is false, as all the books I have already 
reviewed are. I here close this part of the subject. 

In the former part of the Age of Reason I have spoken o 
Jonah, and of the story of him and the whale. A fit story fo 
ridicule, if it was written to be believed; or of laughter, if i 
was intended to try what credulity could swallow; for if i 
could swallow Jonah and the whale, it could swallow any 
thing. 

But, as is already shown in the observations on the bool 
of Job.and of Proverbs, it is not always certain which of thi 
books in the Bible are originally Hebrew, or only translation 
from the books of the Gentiles into Hebrew; and as the bool 
of Jonah, so far from treating of the affairs of the Jews, say 
nothing upon that subject, but treats altogether of the Gen 
tiles, it is more probable that it is a book of the Gentiles tha 
of the Jews, and that it has been written as a fable, to ex 
pose the nonsense and satirize the vicious and malignan 
character of a Bible prophet, or a predicting priest. — 
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« Jonah is represented, first, as a disobedient prophet, run- 
hing away from his mission, and taking shelter aboard a ves- 
el of the Gentiles, bound from Joppa to Tarshish; as if he 
norantly supposed, by some paltry contrivance, ‘he could 
¢ himself where God could not find him. The vessel is 
vertaken by a storm at sea, and the mariners, all of whom 
ire Gentiles, believing it to be a judgment, on account of 
ome one on board who had committed a crime, agreed to 
ast lots to discover the offender, and the lot fell upon Jonah. 
wut, before this, they had cast all their wares and merchan- 
e overboard to ‘lighten the vessel, while Jonah, like a 
‘Stupid fellow, was fast asleep in the hold. 

After the lot had designated Jonah to be the offender, they 
fuestioned him to know who and what he was? and he told 
‘them ke was a Hebrew; and the story implies that he con- 
fessed himself to be gililky. But these Gentiles, instead of 
Sacrificing him at once, without pity or mercy, as a company ° 
of Bible prophets or priests would have done by a Gentile in 
“the same case, and as it is related Samuel had done by Agag 
d Moses by the women and children, they endeavored to 
ave him, though at the risk of their own lives, for the ac- 
count says, “Nevertheless (that is, though Jonah was a Jew 
and a foreigner, and the cause of all their misfortunes and 
e loss of their cargo), the men rowed-hard to bring it (the 
boat) to land, but they could not for the sea wrought and 
‘was tempestuous against them.” Still, they were unwilling 
‘to put the fate of the lot into execution, and they cried (says 
‘the account) unto the Lord, saying, (v. 14,) “We beseech 
thee, O Lord, we beseech thee, let us not perish for this man’s , 
life, and lay not upon us innocent blood; for thou, O Lord, 
hast done as it pleased thee.” Meaning, thereby, that they 
did. not presume to judge Jonah guilty, since that he might 
be innocent; but that they considered the lot that had fallen 
0 Bic: as a decree of God, or as it pleased God. The address 
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of this prayer shows that the Gentiles worshipped one Sz 
preme Being, and that they were not-idolators, as the Jew: 
represented them to be. But the storm still continuing ant 
the danger increasing, they put the fate of the lot into exe: 
cution, and cast Jonah into the sea, where, according to the 
story, a great fish swallowed him up whole and alive. 

We have now to consider Jonah securely housed from 
the storm in the fish’s belly. Here we are told that he 
prayed; but the prayer is a made-up prayer, taken fron 
various parts of the Psalms, without any connection 0: 
consistency, and adapted to the distress, but not at all & 
the condition that Jonah was in. It is such a prayer a: 
a Gentile, who might know semething of the Psalms, coulc 
copy out for him. This circumstance alone, were there ni 
other, is sufficient to indicate that the whole is a made-uj 
story. The prayer, however, is supposed to have answerec 
the purpose, and the story goes on (taking up at the sams 
time the cant, language of a Bible prophet), saying: ae 
ii, ver. 10,) “And the Lord spake unto the fish, and i 
vomited out Jonah upon the dry land.” ’ 

Jonah then received a second mission to Nineveh, with 
which he sets out; and we have now to consider him as < 
preacher. The distress he is represented to have suffered 
the remembrance of his own disobedience as the cause of it 
and the miraculous escape he is supposed to have had, wer 
sufficient, one would conceive, to have impressed him witl 
sympathy and benevolence in the execution of his mission. 
but, instead of this, he entérs the city with denunciation 
and malediction in his mouth, crying: (chap. iii. ver. 4 
“Yet forty days, and Nineveh shall be overthrown.” 

We have now to consider this supposed missionary in th 
last act of his mission; and here it is that the malevolen 
spirit of a Eile nantes or ofa predicting priest, ap 


‘Having published his predictions, he withdrew, says the 3 
ory, to the east side of the city. But for what? not to ; 
template, in retirement, the mercy of his Creator to 
self or to others, but to wait, with malignant impatience, ee : 
destruction of Nineveh. It came to pass, however,-as the 
ory relates that the Ninevites reformed, and that God, ac- 
ding to the Bible phrase, repented him of the evil he had — 
id he would do unto them, and did it not. This, saith the 
rst verse of the last chapter, “displeased Jonah excoedings : 
, and he was very angry.” His obdurate heart would rather ~~ 
hat all Nineveh should be destroyed, and every soul, young 
d old, perish in its ruins, than that his prediction should — ; 
t be fulfilled’ To expose the character of a prophet still — 
ore, a gourd is made to grow up in the night, that promised ts 
im an agreeable shelter from the heat of the sun, in the 
place to which he had retired, and the next morning it dies. 
Here the rage of the prophet becomes excessive, and 
ne is ready to destroy himself. ““Jt is better, said he, for me 
to die than to live.” This brings on a supposed expostula-_ 
ion between the Almighty and the prophet, in which the 
wmer. says, “Doest' thou well to be angry for the gourd? 
nd Jonah said, I do well to be angry even unto death; 
Then, said the Lord, Thou hast had pity on the gourd, for 
which thou hast not labored, neither madest it grow; which 
ame up in a night, and perished in a night ; and should not 
spare Nineveh, that great city, in which are more than ~~ 
_ sixscore thousand persons that cannot discern between their 
ght hand and their left hand?” oo 
Here is both the winding up of the satire and the moral __ 
f the fable. As a satire, it strikes against the character 
all the Bible prophets, and against all the indiscriminate _ 
judgments. BBO pen, women, and children, with which this 
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; lying book, the Bible, is crowded; such as Noah’s flood, the 
destruction of the cities of Sodom and Gomorrah, the ex 
tirpation of the Canaanites, even to the sucking infants, anc 
women with child, because the same reflection, that there are 
more than sixscore thousand persons that cannot discers 
between their right hand and their left hand, meaning youns 
children, applies to all their cases. It satirizes also the sup: 
posed partiality of the Creator for one nation more: thar 
for another. 

As a moral, it preaches against the malevolent spirit 0! 
prediction; for as certainly as a man predicts ill, he be 
comes inclined to wish it: The pride of having his judgment 
right hardens his heart, till at last he beholds with satis: 
faction, or sees with disappointment, the accomplishment o1 
the failure of his predictions. This book ends with the same 
kind of strong and well-directed point against prophets 
: prophecies, and indiscriminate judgment, as the chapter that 
Benjamin Franklin made for the Bible, about Abraham anc 
the stranger, ends against the intolerant spirit of religiou: 


‘Ca. a) ae re eee 
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‘ persecution. Thus much for the book of Jonah. 

if Of the poetical parts of the Bible, that are called prophe 
E cies, I have spoken in the former part of-the Age of Reason 
. and already in this, where I have said that the word prophei 
fe is the Bible word for poet, and that the flights and meta. 
- phors of those poets, many of which have become obscure 


by the lapse of time and the change of circumstances, have 
; : been ridiculously erected into things called prophecies, an¢ 

- applied to purposes the writers never thought of. When < 
priest quotes any of those passages, he unriddles it agreeably 
to his own views, and imposes that explanation upon hi 
congregation as the meaning of the writer. The whore o, 
Babylon has been the common whore of all the priests, anc 
each has accused the other of keeping the eee =e ove! 
do they agree in their explanations. 


= 


AGE OF REASON. 145 


- There now remain only a few books, which they call 
books of the lesser prophets, and as I have already shown 
jat the greater are impostors, it would be -cowardice to _ 
‘disturb the repose of the little ones. Let them sleep, then, 
“in the arms of their nurses, the priests, and both be fors6e 
~ ten together. 

_ I have now gone through the Bible, as a man “would 20 
" through a wood with’an axe on his shoulder, and fell trees. 
Here they lie; and the priests, if they can, may replant them. 
= They may, perhaps: stick them in the ground, but they will 
"never make them grow. I pass on to the books of the New 
BS “Testament. 


THE NEW TESTAMENT. é 
' The New Testament, they tell us, is founded upon the 
| prophecies of the Old; if so, it must follow the fate of its 
- foundation. 
' As it is nothing extraordinary that a woman should be 
© with child before she was married, and that the son she 
© might bring forth should be executed: even unjustly, I see 
"no reason for not believing that such a woman as Mary, and 
» such a man as Joseph, and Jesus existed; their mere existence 
' is a matter of indifference about which there is no ground 
" either.to believe or to disbelieve, and which comes under the 
b common head of, Jt may be so; and what then? The prob- 
ability, however, is that there were such persons, or at least 
such as resembled them in part of the circumstances, be- 
- cause almost all romantic stories have been suggested by 
_ some actual circumstance; as the adventures of Robinson 
_ Crusoe, not'a word of which is true, were suggested by the 
case of Alexander Selkirk. 
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It is not the existence, or non-existence, of the persons that 
I trouble myself about; it is the fable of Jesus Christ, as 
told in the New Testament, and the wild and visionary doc- 
trine raised thereon, against which I contend. The story, tak- 
ing it as it is told, is blasphemously obscene. It gives an ac- 
count of a-young woman engaged to be married, and while un- 
der this™ engagement she is, to,speak plain language, de- 
bauched by a ghost, under the impious pretence (Luke, chap. 
i., ver. 35), that “the Holy Ghost shall come upon thee, and 
the power of the Highest shall overshadow thee.” Notwith- | 
standing which, Joseph afterward marries her, cohabits with 4 


her as his wife, arid in his turn rivals the ghést. This is put- © “ 


ting the story into intelligible language, and when told in 
this manner, there is not a priest but must be ashamed to 
own it.* og 
Obscenity in matters of faith, however wrapped up; is al- 
ways a token of fable and imposture; for it is necessary 
to our serious belief in God that we do not connect it with 
stories that run, as this does, into ludicrous interpretations. 
This story is upon the face of it, the same kind of story as’ 
that of Jupiter and Leda, or Jupiter and Europa, or any 
of the amorous adventures of Jupiter; and shows, as is al- | 
ready stated in the former part of the Age of Reason, that - if 
the Christian faith is built upon the heathen mythology. 
As the historical parts of the New Testament, so far as ~ 
concerns Jesus Christ, are confined to a very short space | 
of time, less than two years, and all within the same coun- 
try, and nearly to the same spot, the discordance of time, 
place, and circumstance, which detects the fallacy of the © 
books of the Old Testament, and proves them to be imposi- 
tions, cannot be expected to be found here in the same ~ 
Bbandance. The New Testament compared wit the Old, is i 


* Mary, the supposed virgin-mother of Jesus, had several other cen, S 
and daughters. See Matthew, chap. xili, verses 55, 56. i 


> 
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» Tike a farce of one act, in which there is not room for very 
' numerous violations of the unities. There are, however, some 
' glaring contradictions, which, exclusive of the fallacy of the 
" pretended prophecies, are sufficient to show the story. of 
_ Jesus Christ to be false. 

» I lay it down as a position which cannot be controverted, 
first, that the agreement of all the parts ofa story does not 
prove that story to be true, because the parts may agree, and 
"the whole may be false; secondly, that the disagreement of 
2 ‘the parts of a story proves the whole cannot be true. The 
agreement does. not prove true, but the disagreement proves 
_ falsehood positively. 

"The history of Jesus Christ is contained in the four books 
BB ccribed to Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John. The first 
"chapter of Matthew begins with giving a genealogy of 
) Jesus Christ; and in the third chapter of Luke, there is also 
given a genealogy of Jesus Christ. Did those two agree, it 
would not prove the genealogy to be true, because it might, 
nevertheless, be a fabrication; but as they contradict each 
» other in every particular, it proves falsehood absolutely. If 
' Matthew speaks truth, Luke speaks falsehood, and if Luke 
‘speaks truth, Matthew speaks falsehood; and as there is no 
‘authority for believing one more than the other, there is no 
‘authority for believing either; and if they cannot be be- 
" lieved even in the very first thing they say and set out to 
» prove, they are not entitled-to be believed in any thing 
they say afterward. Truth is a uniform thing; and as to in- 
Spiration and revelation, were we to admit it, it is impos- 
‘sible to suppose it can be contradictory. Either, then, \the 
men called apostles are impostors, or the books ascribed to 
_ them has been written by other persons and fathered upon 
_ them, as is the case with the Old Testament. 

_ The book of Matthew gives, chap. i, ver. 6, a genealogy 
/ name from David up through Joseph, the husband of 


before he was twenty-one years of age, So far from this genealogy being a 


= " OF See, a ae 


148 AGE OF REASON. ta 


Mary, to Christ; and makes there to be twenty-eight gen- 
erations. The book of Luke gives also a genealogy by name 
from Christ, through Joseph, the husband of Mary, down 
to David, and makes there to-be forty-three” generations; i 
besides which, there are only the two names of David and 
Joseph that are alike in the two lists. I here insert both 
genealogical lists, and for the sake of perspicuity and com- 
parison, have placed them both in the same direction, that 
is from Joseph down to David. 


Genealogy according to Matthew. Genealogy according to Luke. 


Christ 23 Josaphat Christ 23 Neri 
2 Joseph 24 Asa 2 Joseph 24 Melchi 
3 Jacob 25 Abia. 3 Heli 25 Addi 
4 Matthan 26 Roboam 4 Matthat 26 Cosam 
5 Eleazar 27 Solomon 5 Levi 27 Elmodam 
6 Eliud 28 David* 6 Melchi 28 Er 
7 Achim 7 Janna “29 Jose _ 
8 Sadoc 8 Joseph 30 Eliezer. 
9 Azor 9 Mattathias. 31 Jorim =) 
10 Eliakim 10 Amos 32 Matthat | 
11 Abiud 11 Naum 33 Levi 
12 Zorobabel 12 Esli 34 Simeon 
13 Salathiel 13 Nagge 35 Juda 
14 Jechonias  ~ 14 Maath 36 Joseph 
15 Josias 15 Mattathias 37 Jonan ~ 
16 Amon 16 Semei 38 Eliakim 
17 Manasses 17 Joseph 39 Melea 
18 Ezekias 18 Juda 40 Menan | 
| 19. Achaz. 19 Joanna 41 Mattatha ~ 
20 Joatham 20 Rhesa 42 Nathan 
21 Ozias . 21 Zorobabel 43 Dal : 
22 Joram 22 Salathiel : 


* From the birth of David to the birth of Christ is upwards of 1080 years; and 
as the lifetime of Christ is not included, there are-but 27 full genetaione: 1 Te find 
therefore the average age of each person mentioned in the list, at the time his first 
son was born, it is only necessary to. divide 1080 years by 27,-which gives 40 
years. for each person. As the lifetime of man was then but of f the same extent it. 
is now, it is an absurdity to suppose that 27 following generations should all be 
old bachelors, before they married; and the more so, when we are told, that Sol- 
omon, the next. in succession to David, had a house full of wives and mis esses 


truth, it is not even a reasonable lie. This list of Luke gives abou’ 
years for the average age, dnd. this is too much, 
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Now, if these men, Matthew and Luke, set out with a 
‘falsehood between them (as these two accounts show they do) 
in the very commencement of their history of Jesus Christ, 
and of whom and of what he was, what authority (as I have 
"before asked) is there left for believing the strange things 
they tell us afterward? If they cannot be believed in their 
"account of his natural genealogy, how are we to believe them 
when they tell us he was the son of God begotten by a ghost, 
and that an angel announced this in secret to his mother? 
If they lied in one genealogy, why are we to believe them in 
"the other? If his natural genealogy be manufactured, which 
it certainly is, why are we not to suppose that his celestial 
"genealogy is manufactured also, and that the whole is 
: fabulous? Can any man of serious reflection hazard his 
future happiness upon the belief of a story naturally impos- 
4 ‘sible, repugnant to every idea of decency, and related by 
persons already detected of, falsehood? Is it not more safe 
: that we stop ourselves at the plain, pure, and unmixed be- 
’ lief of one: God, which is Deism, than that we commit our- 
"selves on an ocean of improbable, irrational, indecent and 
' contradictory tales? 
~The first question, however, upon the books of the New 
F Testament, as upon those of the Old, is, Are they genuine? 
- Were they written by the persons to whom they are ascribed? 
) for it is upon this ground only that the strange things re- 
" lated therein have been credited. Upon this point there is no 
* direct proof for or against, and all that this state of a case 
_ proves is doubtfulness, and doubtfulness is the opposite of 
_ belief. The state, therefore, that the books are in, proves 
" against themselves as far as this kind of proof can go. 
_ But exclusive of this, the presumption is that the books 
called the Evangelists, and ascribed to Matthew, Mark, 
Luke and John, were not written by Matthew, Mark, Luke 
and John, and that they are impositions. The disordered 
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state of the history in those four books, the silence of one 
book upon matters related in the other, and the disagree- 
ment that is to be found among them, implies that they are 
the production of some unconnected individuals, many years 
after the things they pretend to relate, each of whom made 
his own legend; and not the writings of men living intimately 
together, as the men called the apostles are supposéd to have 
done—in fine, that they have been manufactured, as the 
books of the Old Testament have been, by other persons 
than those whose names they bear. 

The story of the angel announcing what the chanel calls 
the immaculate conception is not so much as mentioned in 
the books ascribéd to Mark and John; and is differently re- 
lated in Matthew and Luke. The former says the angel 
appeared to Joseph; the latter says it was to Mary; but 
either Joseph or Mary was the worst evidence that could 
have been thought of, for it was others that should have 
testified for them, and not they for themselves. Were any 
girl that is now with child to say, and even to swear it, that 
she was gotten with child by a ghost, and that an angel told 
her so, would she be believed? Certainly she would not. 
Why, then, are we to believe the same thing of another girl, 
whom we never saw, told by nobody knows who, nor when, 
nor where? How strange and inconsistent it is, that the same 
circumstance that would weaken the belief even of a prob- 
able story, should be given as a motive for believing this 
one, that has upon the face of it every token of absoliitess im- 
possibiljty and imposture! 

The story of Herod destroying all the children nde ‘two 
years old, belongs altogether to the book of Matthew; ‘not 
one of the rest-mentions anything about it. Had such a. cir- 
cumstance been true, the universality of it must have made 
it known to all the writers, and the thing would have been toc 
striking to have been omitted by any. This- Writer 
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hat Jesus escaped this slaughter because Joseph and Mary 
were warned by an angel to flee with him unto Egypt; but he 
got to make any provision for John, who was then under 
years of age. John, however, who stayed behind, fared 
well as Jesus, who fled; and, therefore, the story circum- 
fantially belies itself. 

Not any two of these writers agree in reciting, exactly in 
he same words, the written inscription, short as it is, which 
they tell us was put over Christ when he was crucified; and 
besides this, Mark says: Hé was crucified at the third hour 
nine in the morning), and John says it was the sixth hour 
twelve at noon).* 

_ The inscription is thus stated in these books: 


MartHew . This is Jesus, the king of the Jews. 
Marx .-. The king of the Jews. 

Luxe . . This is the king of the Jews. 
Joun. . . Jesus of Nazareth, king of the Jews. 


We may infer from these circumstances, trivial as they 
, that those writers, whoever they were, end in whatever 
time they lived, were not present at the scene. The only one 
the men called apostles who appears to have been near. the 
pot was Peter, and when he was accused of being one of 
esus’ followers, it is said, (Matthew,chap. xxvi., ver. 74,) 
“Then he |Peter| began to curse and to swear, saying, I 
‘know not the man!” yet we are now.called upon to believe the - 
‘same Peter, convicted, by their own account, of perjury. 
For what reason, Or on what authority, shall-we do this? 
The accounts that are given of the circumstances that they 
tell Us attended the crucifixion are differently related in these _ 


| & oF e 


Re Accowling to Joh, on sentence was not. passed till about the sixth, hour 
, and, consequently, the execution could not be till the afternoon; but 
says expressly that he was crucified at the third hour (nine in the morning), 
Vs verse’ oes John, chap. “xix, verse 14. 


“Now from the sixth hour there was danknele ae all t 
land unto the ninth hour.” Ver. 51, 52, 53, “And, behold, 
the veil of the temple was rent in faite jrom the top to the 
_ bottom; and the earth did quake, and the rocks rent; and 
e Eile graves were opened ; and many bodies of the saints which 
_ slept arose, and came out of the graves after his resurrection, 
_. and went into the holy city and appeared unto many.” Such 
__ is the account which this dashing writer of the book of Mat- 
_ thew gives, but in which he is not pee the writers 
"of the other books. 
a The writer of the book- ‘ascribed to: “Mark, in “detaiting 
the circumstances of the crucifixion, makes. no,mention of 
2 any earthquake, nor of the rocks rending, nor a the graves 
"_ opening, nor of the dead men walking out. The writer of t 
- book of Luke is silent also upon the same points. And as 
‘the writer of the book of John, though he details all 
_ circumstances of the crucifixion down to the burial of Christ, 
__he says nothing about either the darkness—the veil of 
i Bemple— the earthquake—the rocks—the_ Rin the 
_ dead men. Z 
Now, if it had been true that those dunes hag happen 
and if the writers of those books had lived at the time th 
ia did happen, and had been the a he are said ‘to 


r, is of greater importance than the earthquake. An earth- _ 
ake is always possible and natural, and proves nothing; ~ 
his opening of the graves is supernatural, and directly in 
it to their doctrine, their cause, and their apostleship. — 

d it been true, it would have filled up whole chapters of. 
se books, and been the chosen theme and general chorus_ 
| the writers; but instead of this, little and-trivial things, — 
mere prattling conversations of, he said this, and he said 
t, are ire ante detailed, while this, Te) Rene a 


isan easy. 7 thing t to tell a lie, but it is act to support | 
ie after it is told. The writer of the book of Matthew ” 
Id have told us who the saints were that came to life — 
in, and went into the city, and what became of them — 
erward, and who it was that saw them—for he is not 
dy enough to say- he saw them himself; whether they 
1¢ out naked, and all i in natural buff, he- cain and she- | 
5% or a ethicr they: came full diesced’ and where -they — 
their dresses; whether they went to their former habita- _ Z 
ons, ‘and reclaimed. their wives, their husbands, and theim 
erty, and how they were ened whether they entered = 
ments for the recovery of their possessions, or oe ae 


ad nobody know. who ‘they were, nor who it was that 2 
em, and that not a word more should be said upons 
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to say. They could have told us everything and we should have 
had posthumous prophecies, with notes and commentaries 
upon the first, a little better at least than we have now. Had 
it been Moses and Aaron and Joshua and Samuel and David, 
not an unconverted Jew had remained in all Jerusalem. Had 
it been John the Baptist, and the saints of the time then 
present, everybody would have known them, and they would” 
have out-preached and out-famed all the other apostles. But, 
instead of this, these saints were made to pop up, like Jonah’s 
gourd in the night, for no purpose at all but to wither in 
the morning. Thus much for this part of the story. ; 

The tale of the resurrection follows that of the cruciate 
and in this as well as in that, the writers, whoever they were, 
disagree so much as to make it evident ps. none of them 
were there. 

The book of Matthew states that when Christ was put in 
the sepulchre, the Jews applied to Pilate for a watch or a 
guard to be placed over the sepulchre, to prevent the body 
being stolen by the disciples; and that, in consequence of 
this request, the sepulchre was made sure, sealing the stone 
that covered the mouth, and setting a watch. But the other 
-books say nothing about this application, nor about the 
sealing, nor the guard, nor the watch; and according to their 
accounts, there were none. Matthew, however, follows up 
this part of the story of the guard or the watch with a second 
part, that I shall notice in the conclusion, as it serves to 
detect the fallacy of these books. ; 

The book of Matthew continues its account, and says 
(chap. xxviii., ver. 1), that at the end of the Sabbath, as 
it began to dawn, toward the first day of the week, came 
Mary Magdalene arid the other Mary, to see the sepul 
Mark says it was sun-rising, and John says it was dark. 
says it was Mary Magdalene and Joanna, and | 
mother of James, and other women, that came to 


pis “say nothing about any earthquake, nor about the 
gel rolling back the stone and sitting upon it, and accord- — < 
to their account, there was no angel sitting there. Mark _ 
ys the angel was within the sepulchre, sitting on the right ~_ 
e. Luke says there were two, and they were both standing _ 

5 and y Jone ye ony were both sitting down, one at the oe 
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that have been imposed upon the world, as being given by 
divine inspiration, and as the unchangeable word of God. 

The writer of the book of Matthew, after giving this ac- 
count, relatés a story that is not to be found in any of the 
other books, and which is the same I have just before alluded 
to. 

“Now,” says he (that is, after the conversation the wom- 
en had with the angel sitting upon the stone), “behold some” 
of the watch [meaning the watch that he had said had been 
placed over the-sepulchre] came into the city, showed unto. 
the chief priests all the things that were done; and when 
they were assembled with the elders and had taken counsel, 
they gave large money unto the soldiers, saying, Say ye His 
disciples came by night, and stole him away while we slept; 
and if this come to the governor’s ears, we will persuade him,” 
and secure you. So. they took the money, and did as they 
were taught; and this saying [that his disciples stole him 
away] is commonly reported among the Jews until this day.” 

The expression, until this day, is an evidence that the 
book ascribed to Matthew was not written by os 
and that it had been manufactured long after the time 
things of which it pretends to treat; for the expression im- 
plies a great length of intervening time: It would be incon- 
sistent in us to speak in this manner of anything happening 
in our own time. To give therefore, intelligible meaning to 
the expression, we must suppose a lapse of some generations 
at least, for this manner of speaking carries the mind back to 
ancient time. 

The absurdity also of the story is worth noticing; for i 
shows the writer of the book of Matthew to have been 
exceedingly weak and foolish man. He tells a story that cond 
tradicts itself in point of possibility; for through the guard, 
if there were any, might be made to say that the body 
taken away while they were asleep, and to give that 


for. their not i ianine piveied it, that same e sleep must 


ive piested their knowing how and by whom it was 


hoes eee sho did it, while he was asleep, and — S 
now nothing of the matter, such evidence could not be 
ved ; ‘it will do ies enough for Testament evidence, bue 


come now to that part: sa the tere in those books, 
respects the pretended appearance of Christ after this } 
tended resurrection. 
rhe writer of the book of Matthew relates, that the angel ~ 


was sitting on the stone at the mouth of the sepulchre, © a 


to the two Marys, chap. xxviii., ver. 7, “Behold Christ 
one before you into Galilee, there shall ye see him; lo, I 
ye told you.” And the same writer at the next two verses — 
2 makes Christ himself to speak to the same purpose to — 
omen immediately after the angel had told it to them, 

at they ran ae to ee it to the Miseiples and at 


1e ane that Christ : is said: to have risen,] when the : 
ere shut, where the disciples were assembled, ss : 
e Jews, came J. esus and stood in the midst of them.” 
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another place, and that not by appointment, but in secr 
for fear of the Jews. 

The writer of the book of Luke contradicts that of Mat. 
thew more pointedly than John does; for.he says expressly 
that the meeting was in Jerusalem the evening of the same 
day that he [Christ] rose, and that the eleven were there. 
See Luke, chap. Xxiv, ver. 13, 53; 

Now, it is not possible, unless we admit these apse 
disciples the right of willful lying, that the writer of those 
books could be any of the eleven persons called disciples; 
for if, according to Matthew, the eleven went into Galilee to 
meet Jesus in a mountain by his own appointment, on the 
same day that he is said to have risen, Luke and John must 
have been two of that eleven; yet the writer of Luke says ex- 
pressly, and John implies as much, that the meeting was 
that same day, in a house in Jerusalem; and, on the other 
hand, if, according to Luke and John, the eleven were as- 
sembled in a house in Jerusalem, Matthew must have been 
one of that eleven; yet, Matthew says the meeting was in a 
mountain in Galilee, and consequently the evidence given: in 
those books destroys each other. 

The writer of the book of. Mark says nothing about ang 
meeting in Galilee; but he' says, chap. xvi, ver. 12, that 
Christ, after his resurrection; appeared in another form 
to two of them as they walked into the country, and that 
these two told it to the residue, who would not believe 
them. Luke also tells a story in which he keeps Christ 
employed the whole day of this pretended resurrection, until 
the evening, and which totally invalidates the account of 
going to the mountain in Galilee. He says that two of them, 
without saying which two, went that same day to a village 
called Emmaus, three score furlongs (seven miles and a half 
from Jerusalem, and that Christ, in disguise, went with tk 
and stayed with them unto the evening, and supped 


em, Ge then’ SS out of ‘hele sight, and re-appeared 
t same evening at the meeting of the eleven in Jerusalem. 
This is the contradictory manner in which the evidence 
; his pretended re-appearance of Christ is stated; the only _ 
in which'the writers agree, is the skulking privacy: of 
. re-2 “appearance; for whether it was in the recess of: a. 
ntain in Galilee, or a shut-up house in Jerusalem, it was” 
skulking. To what cause, then, are we to assign thig’= 
king? On the one hand it is directly repugnant to the — = 
josed or pretended end—that of convincing .the world oe 
that. Christ had risen; and oh the other hand, to have as- Reo 
ed the publicity of it would have exposed the writers 
‘of hose books to public detection, and, therefore, they have 
been under the necessity of making it a private affair. Pek 
"As to the account of Christ being seen by more than five 
hundred at once, it is Paul only who says it, and not the five 
h’ undred . who say it for themselves. It is, therefore, the 
testimony of but one man, and that, too, of a man who did _ 
not, according to the same account, believe a word of the 
ter himself at the time it is said to have happened. His 
lence, supposing him to have been the writer of the 15th 
hapter of Corinthians, where this account is given, is like 
at of a man-who comes into a court of justice to swear — “a 
t what he had sworn before is false. A man may often see 
reason, and he has, too, always the right of, changing his” 
0 pinion ; ae this liberty does not extend to matters of fact. 


h, if true, ‘was to seal She whole; and upon which ie 
r ality of the future mission of the Beles was to rest for 
f. Words, whether declarations or promises, that passed — 
rivate, either i in the recess of a mountain in Galilee or in — 
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been spoken, could not be evidence in public; it was there= 
fore necessary that this last scene should preclude the pos=| 
sibility of denial and dispute, and that it should be, as 
have stated in the former part.of the Age of Reason, asp 
and as visible as the sun at noonday; at least it ought 
have been as public as the crucifixion is reported to have” 
been. But to come to the point. — - * 
In the first place, the writer of the book of Matthew does 
hot say a syllable about it; neither does the writer of the 
book of John. This being the case, it is not possible to sup= 
pose that those writers, who effect to be even minute in” 
other matters, would have been silent upon this, had it been” 
true? The writer of the book of Mark passes it off in a 
careless, slovenly manner, with a single dash of the pen, as 
if he was tired of romancing or ashamed of the story. So” 
also does the writer of Luke. And even between these two,” 
there is not an apparent agreement as to the place where his 
final parting is said to have been. 
The book of Mark says that Christ appeared to the eleven 
as they sat at meat, alluding to the meeting of the eleven at 
Jerusalem; he then states the conversation that he sa 
passed at that meeting; and immediately after says (as a” 
school-boy would finish a dull story) “So-then, after the 
Lord had spoken unto them, he was received up into heaven 
and sat on the right hand of God.” But the writer of Luke 
says, that the ascension was from Bethany; that ke [Christ] 
led them out as far as Bethany, and was parted from them, 
and was carried up into heaven. So also was Mahomet; and 
as to. Moses, the apostle Jude says, ver. 9 “that Michael and 
the devil disputed about his body.” While we believe such 
fables as these, or either of them, we’ believe beh ve of 
the Almighty. <4 
I have now gone through the examination of the four. 
books ascribed to Matthew, Mark, Luke and John; and wi 
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sion to what is called the ascension is but a few days, ap- 
ently not more than three or four, and that all the cir- 
imstances are said to have happened nearly about the same 
Dot, Jerusalem, it is, I believe, impossible to find in any 
Ory upon record so many and such glaring absurdities, con- - 
ictions and falsehoods as are in those books. They are 
more numerous and striking than I had any expectation of 
ing when I began this examination, and far more so than — 
had any idea of when I wrote the former part of the Age — 
Reason. 1 had then neither Bible nor Testament to refer 
, nor could I procure any. My own situation, even as to ex- _ 
tence, was becoming every day more precarious, and as — 
as willing to leave something behind me on the subject, 
[ was obliged to be quick and concise. The quotations I _ 
hen made were from memory only, but they are correct; and 
the opinions I have advanced in that work are the effect of 
the most clear and long-established conviction that the Bible 
the Testament are impositions upon the world, that the 
of man, the account of Jesus Christ being the Son of 
God, and of his dying to appease the wrath of God, and of © 
‘salvation by that strange means, are all fabulous inventions, 
jonorable to the wisdom and power of the Almighty; that — 
only true religion is Deism, by which I then meant, and 
now, the belief of one God, and an imitation of his 
oral ‘character, or the practice a what are called moral 
rtues—and that it was upon this only (so far as religion 
cerned) that I rested all my hopes of happiness here- _ 
r. So say I now—and so help me God. aA 
ut.to return to the subject. Though it is impossible, at — 
; distance of time, to ascertain as a fact who were the 
sof those four books (and this alone is sufficient to 
1 in doubt, and where we doubt we do not believe), 
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written by the persons to whom they are asttibeds The. ) 
tradictions in those books demonstrate two things; 
First, that the writers could not have been eye-witnesses 
and eat witnesses of the matters they relate, or they would 
have related them without those contradictions; and ee | 
quently, that the books have not been written by the per- 
sons called apostles, who are supposed to have been witnesses ~ 
of this kind. 
Secondly, that the writers, whoever they were, age. 
acted in concerted imposition; but each writer separat 
and individually for himself, and without the eg 
the other. 
: The same evidence that applies to prove the one, app I 
_ equally to prove both cases; that is, that the books were 
not written by the men called apestless and also that they 
are not a concerted imposition. As to inspiration, it is a 
gether out of the question; we may as well attempt to uni 
_ truth and falsehood, as inspiration and contradiction. — 
If four men are eye-witnesses and ear-witnesses to a 
they will, without any concert between them, agree 
- time and place when and where that scene happened. T. 


¢ Th 
 °at whatever time it was, they know it peice ales i 
And, on the other hand, if four men concert a sto 


a a a concert. The same contradictions, th 
that there pes been no conc rove also.1 


0 knowledge of the fact (or rather of that which they 

late as a fact), and detect also the falsehood of their re- 

s. Those books, therefore, have neither been written by 

the men called apostles, nor by impostors in concert. How 

have they been written? 

am not one of those who are fond of believing there 

is much of that which is called willful lying, or lying 

priginally, except in the case of men setting up to be 

‘ophets, as in the Old Testament; for prophesying is 

ing professionally. In almost all other cases, it is not diffi- 

It to discover the progress by which even simple supposi- 

, with the aid of credulity, will, in time, grow into a lie, 

at last be told as a fact; and whenever we can find a 

ritable reason for a thing of this kind, we ought not to 

Ige a severe one. — 

he story of Jesus Christ appearing after he was dead is — 

story of an apparition, such as timid imaginations can 

ays create in vision, and credulity believe. Stories of this 

had been told of the assassination of Julius Cesar, not 

many years before; and they generally have their origin in 
olent deaths, or in the execution of innocent persons. In ~ 

s of this kind, compassion lends its aid and benevolently _ 

etches the story. It goes on a little and a little further till ~ 

ecomes @ most certain truth. Once start a ghost and cre- 

ty fills up the history of its life, and assigns the cause of 

ippearance! one tells it one way, another another way, — 

ill there are as many stories about the ghost and about the 

‘ rietor of the ghost, as there are about Jesus Christ in 

hese four books. Ti 

story of the appearance of Jesus Christ is told with — 

t strange mixture of the natural and impossible that dis- — 

ru shes eee tale” from fact. He is represented as. 
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. and of vanishing out of sight and appearing again, ‘as 
would conceive of an unsubstantial vision; then again he 
_ hungry, sits down to meat, and eats his supper. But as those 


who tell stories of this kind never provide for all the cases, 


so it is here; they have told us that when he arose he left ” 
his grave clothes behind him; but they have forgotten. to” 
provide other clothes for him to appear in afterward, or to” 


~ tell us what he did with them when he ascended —whethe 


he stripped all off, or went up clothes and all. In the case ¢ 
Elijah, they have been careful enough to make him thro i 
down his mantle; how it happened not to be burned in t 
chariot of fire they also have not told us. But as imagina- 
tion supplies all deficiencies of this kind, we may suppose, i 
we please, that it was made of salamander’s wool. 

e Those whaq are not much acquainted with ecclesiastic: 

. history may suppose that the book called the New Test 


suppose that the books ascribed to Moses have existed ever 
since the time of Moses. But the fact is historically other-— 


4 __ wise. There was no such book as the New Testament till mol A 


than three hundred years after the time that Christ i is said 


¢ : to have lived. 


At what time the books ascribed to Matthew, Mark, 
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“proving the handwriting in either case. At the time those 
Books were written there was no printing, and consequently 
» there could be no publication, otherwise than by written 
| copies, which any man might make or alter at pleasure, and 
call them originals.* Can we suppose it is consistent with the 
wisdom of the Almighty, to commit himself and his will to 
™an upon such precarious means as these, or that it is con- 
sistent we should pin our faith upon such uncertainties? We 
> cannot make, nor alter, nor even imitate so much as one 
» blade of grass that he has made, and yet we can make or 
| alter words of God as easily as words of man. 
' About three hundred and fifty years after the time that 
' Christ is said to have lived, several writings of the kind I 
' am speaking of were scattered in the hands of divers indi- 
| viduals; and as the church had began to form itself into a 
__ hierarchy, or church government, with temporal powers, it 
_ set itself about collecting them into a code, as we now see 
_ them, called The New Testament. They decided by vote, 
' as I have before said in the former part of the Age of Reason, 
| which of those writings, out of the collection they had made, 
é should be the word of God, and which should not. The Rab- 
| bins of the Jews had decided, by vote, upon the books of the 
_ Bible before. 
_ As the object of the church, as is the case in all national 
' establishments of churches, was power and revenue, and ter- 
ror the means it used, it is consistent to suppose that the 
* The former part of the Age of Reason has not been published two years, and 
here is already an expression in it that is not-mine. The expression is, The book 
Luke was carried by a majority of one voice only. It may be true, but it is not 
that have said it. Some person, who might know of the circumstance, has added 
in @ note at the bottom of the page of some of the editions, printed either in 
Angland or in America; and the printers, after that, have placed it into the body 
work, and made me the author of it. If this has happened within such a 
t space of time, notwithstanding the aid of printing, which prevents the 
ration of copies individually, what may not have happened in a much greater 


of time, when there was no printing, and when any man who could write 
make a written copy, and call it an original by Matthew, Mark, Luke, 
Beier ic si 
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most miraculous and wonderful of the writings they had co 
< lected stood the best chance of being voted. And as to t 
ig authenticity of the books, the vote stands in the Bae, 0 
for it can be traced no higher. E 
Disputes, however, ran high among the people han call. 
_ __ing themselves Christians: not only as to points of doctrine 
but as to the authenticity of the books. In the contest 
tween the persons called St. Augustine and Fauste, about 
year 400, the latter says: “The books called the Evangelis 
have been composed long after the times of the apostles 
some obscure men, who, fearing that the world would n 
give credit to their relation of matters of which they, coul 3 
not be informed, have published them under the names ¢ 
the apostles, and which are so full of sottishness and discord. 
ant relations, that there is neither agreement nor connect ‘ion 
between them.” 
And in another place, addressing himself to the advoca 
of those books, as being the word of God, he says, “It is 
that your predecessors have inserted in the scriptures of 
- Lord many things, which, though they carry his name agre 
not with his doctrines. This is not surprising, since that 
have often proved that these things have not been writte 
by himself, nor by his apostles, but that for the greater p 
they are founded upon tales, upon vague reports, and put 
gether by I know not what, half-Jews, but with little ag: 
ment between them, and which they have nevertheless pub 
_ lished under the names of the apostles of our Lord, and ha 
thus attributed to them their own errors and their ae 


: *T have these two extracts from Boulanger’s Life of Paola 
; paulanees has quoted them from the writings of Augustine agai 


t " 
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the church, with the assistance of the fagot, bore down the 
"Opposition, and at last suppressed all investigation. Mira- 
) cles followed upon miracles, if we will believe them, and men 
" were taught to say they believed whether they believed or 
» not. But (by way of throwing in a thought) the French 
» Revolution has excommunicated the church from the power 
" of working miracles; she has not been able, with the assist- 
' ance of all her saints, to work one miracle since the revolu- 
' tion began; and as she never stood in greater need than 
"now, we may, without the aid of divination, conclude that 
Il her former miracles were tricks and lies. 

' When we consider the lapse of more than three hundred 
‘years intervening. between the time that Christ is said to 
have lived and the time the New Testament was formed into 
book, we must see, even without the assistance of historical 
= evidence, the exceeding uncertainty there is of its authen- 
‘ticity. The authenticity of the book of Homer, so far as re- 
‘gards the authorship, is much better established than that 
» of the New Testament, though Homer is a thousand years 
» the most ancient. It is only an exceedingly good poet that 


im * Boulanger, in his Life of Paul has collected from the ecclesiastical histories, 
_ and from the writings of the fathers, as they are called, several matters which 
“show the opinions that prevailed among the different. sects of Christians at the 
' time the Testament, as we now see it, was voted to be the word of God. The 
nied extracts are from the second chapter of that work. 

e Marcionists, (a Christian sect), assumed that the evangelists were filled 
th falsities. The Manicheans, who formed a very numerous sect at the commence- 
of Christianity, rejected as false all-the New Testament, and showed other 
igs quite diferent that they gave for authentic. The Cerinthians, like the 
F cionists, admitted not the Acts of the Apostles. The Encratites, and_ the 

Severians, adopted neither the Acts nor the Epistles of Paul. Chrysostom, in a 
4) ily which he made upon the Acts of the Apostles, says that in his time, 
ut, Ghee 400, many people knew nothing either of the author or of the 
. St. Irene, who lived before that time, reports that the Valentinians, like 
other sects of Christians, accused the scriptures of being filled with imper- 
etrors, and conttadictions. The Ebionites, or Nazarines, who were the 
aristians, rejected all the Epistles of Paul and regarded him as an’ impostor. 
ort, among other things, that he was originally a pagan, that he came to 
lem; where he lived some time; and that having a mind to marry the 
iter of the high priest, he caused himself to be circumcised: but that not 
able to obtain her, he quarreled with the Jews and wrote against circum- 

d against the observance of the sabbath, and against all the legal 

; ; 
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could have written the book of Homer, and therefore few 

q men only could have attempted it; and a man capable of. 

i doing it would not have thrown away his own fame by giv- 

ing it to another. In like-manner, there were but few that 

§ could have composed Euclid’s Elements, because none but 

i an exceedingly good geometrician could have been the au- 

thor of that work. a 

But with respect to the books of the New Testament, par- 

ticularly such parts as tell us of the resurrection and 

ascension of Christ, any person who could tell a story of an” 

apparition, or of a man’s walking, could have made such 

books; for the story is most wretchedly told. The chance, 

therefore, of forgery.in the Testament, is millions to one 

greater than in the case of Homer or Euclid. Of the numer- 

ous priests or parsons of the present day, bishops and all, 

every one of them can make a sermon, or translate a scrap 

of Latin, especially if it had been translated a thousand 

times before; but is there any among them that can write 

poetry like Homer, or science like Euclid? The sum total of 

a person’s learning, with very few exceptions, is a b ab, and 

hic hec, hoc; and their knowledge of science is three times 

__ one is three; and this is more than sufficient to have enabled. 

them, had they lived at the time, to have written all the 
books of the New Testament. 

As the opportunities of forgeries were oreater so also was 

the inducement. A man could gain no advantage by writing 

_ under the name of Homer or Euclid; if he could write equa 

to them, it would be better that he wrote under his own 

name; if inferior, he could not succeed. Pride would preven 

_ the former, and impossibility the latter. But with i Seas to 


‘iginal. fader the name or the ren writer: the oaly chance 
a lay. in seer for the church wanted pretence 


‘apparitions of such as have fallen by cone violent or 
raordinary means; and as the people of that day were 
in the habit of believing such things, and of the appearance 
wf angels, and also of devils, and of their getting into peo- 
ple’s insides and shaking them like a fit of an ague, and of ~ 
ir being cast out again as if by an emetic—(Mary Mag- — 
ene, the book of Mark tells us, has brought up, or been _ 
it brought to bed of seven devils)—it was nothing extraordi- 
wy that some story of this kind should get abroad of the 
n called Jesus Christ, and become afterward the foun-— 
nm of the four books ascribed to Matthew, Mark, Luke 
John. Each writer told the tale as he heard it, or there- - 
bouts, and gave to his book the name of the saint or the 
yostle sas tradition had given as the _eye- -witness. It is 


g 
ology. of ay. 
pt ay have been written by a sort of half Jews, as the” 


t Ber rehces made to that ‘chief assassin and impeciaas 
loses, and to the men called prophets, establish this point; 
nd, on the other hand, the church has-complemented thes 
_by admitting the Bible and the. Testament to reply | 
other. Between the Christian Jew and the Christian 
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gether, like old locks and pick-lock keys. The story foolishly” 
enough told of Eve and the serpent, and naturally enough © 
as to the enmity between men and serpents (for the serpent” 
always bites about the eel, because it cannot reach higher; © 
and the man always knocks. the serpent about the Head, as” 
the most effectual way to prevent its biting*) this foolish: 
story, I say, has been made into a prophecy, a type, and a ~ 
promise to begin with; and the lying imposition of Isaiah to” 
Ahaz, That a virgin shall conceive and bear a son, aS a sign” 
that Ahaz should conquer, when the event was that he was 
defeated (as already noticed in the observations on the book” 
of Isaiah), has been perverted and made to serve as a winder ~ 
up. 

Jonah and the whale are also made into a sign or a type. 
Jonah is Jesus, and the whale is the grave; for it is said (and — 
they have made Christ to say it of himself), Matt. chap, xii, 
ver. 40, “For as Jonah was three days and three nights in the” 
whale’s belly, so shall the Son of Man be three days and 
three nights in the heart of the earth.” But it happens, awk-— 
wardly enough, that Christ, according to their own account, 
was but one day and two nights in the grave; about 36 hours, © 
instead of 72; that is, the Friday night, the Saturday, and 
the Saturday night; for they say he was up on the Sunday 
morning by sunrise, or before. But as this fits quite as well 
as the dite and the kick in Genesis, or the virgin and her son 
in Isaiah, it will pass in the lump of orthodox things. Thus’ 
much for the historical part of the Testament and fe? evi- 
dences. 

Epistles of Paul.—The epistles ascribed to Paul, oe 
fourteen in number, almost fill up the remaining part of the 
Testament. Whether those epistles were written by the per- 
son to whom they are ascribed is a matter of no great impor- 


*Tt shall bruise. thy /ead and thou shalt bruise his feel. Genesis chap. 
verse, 15. 


S 
The story of his being struck to the ground as he was jour- 
‘ing to Damascus has nothing in it miraculous or extraor- — 


“The character of the person called Paul, according to the 
ecounts given of him, has in it a great deal of violence and 
aticism; he had persecuted with as much heat as he 
ached afterward; the stroke he had received had changed 
thinking, without altering his constitution; and either as — 
ew or a Christian, he was the same zealot. Such men are ~ 
er good moral evidences of any doctrine they preach. 
are always in extremes, as well of actions as of belief. 
he doctrine he sets out to prove by argument is the resur- 
on of the same body, and he advances this as an evi- _ i 
ce of immortality. But so much will men differ in their 
ner of thinking, and in the conclusions they draw from 


the same ae so fee from being an evidence of immortality, — 
ppears to me to furnish an evidence against it; for if Ihave 
y died in this body, and am raised again in the same 
in which I have lived, it is a presumptive evidence that 


repetition of dying, than an ague-fit, when passed, 
against another. To believe, therefore, in immor- 
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tality, I must have a more elevated idea than is contained 
in the gloomy doctrine of the resurrection. 

Besides, as a matter of choice, as well as of hope, I had 
rather have a better body and a more convenient form than 
the present. Every animal in the creation excels us in some- 
thing. The winged insects, without mentioning doves or 
eagles, can pass over more space and with greater ease in a 
few minutes than man can jn an hour. The glide of the small-. 
est fish, in proportion to its bulk, exceeds us in motion al- 
most beyond comparison, and without weariness. Even the 
sluggish snail can ascend from the bottom of a dungeon, 
where a man, by the want of that ability, would perish; and 
a spider can launch itself from the top, as a playful amuse- 
ment. The personal powers of man are so limited, and his 
heavy frame so little constructed to extensive enjoyment, 
that there is nothing to induce us to wish the opinion of Paul 
to be true. It is too little for the magnitude of the scene— 
too mean for the sublimity of the subject. 

But all other arguments apart, the consciousness of exist- 
ence is the only conceivable idea we can have of another life, 
and the continuance of that consciousness is immortality. 
The consciousness of existence, or the knowing that we exist, 
is not necessarily confined to the same form, nor to the same 
matter, even in this life. 

We have not in all cases the same form, nor in any case 
the same matter that composed our bodies twenty or thirty 
years ago; and yet we are conscious of being the same per- 
sons. Even legs and arms, which make up almost half the 
human frame, are not necessary to the consciousness of exist- 
ence. These may be lost or taken away, and the full con- 
sciousness of existence remain; and were their place sup- 
plied by wings, or other appendages, we cannot conceive that 
it would alter our consciousness of existence. In short, we 
know not how much, or rather how little, of our con 
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his consciousness of existence; and all facut that is liker 
ulp of a peach, distinct and separate from the vegeta- 


Who can say by what exceedingly fine action of fine mat- 

ter it is that a thought is produced in what we call the mind? 

ind yet that thought when produced, as I now produce the 

ought I am writing, is capable of becoming immortal, and 

the only production of man that has that capacity. 

atues of brass or marble will perish; and statues made 
itation of them are notthe same statues, nor the same — 

rkmanship, ‘any more than the copy of a picture is the 

ame: picture. But print and reprint a thought a thousand 

times over, and that with materials of any kind—carve Ue: 


unimpaired existence, unaffected by change of matter, and — 


ae ost and of a nature different from ron 


al is: and that as independently of the matter it was. 
connected with, as s the thought i is of the printing or writ- “ 


ble oe ‘receiving that Baers ation: A very numerou: 
of th alo creation oS to us, far better tha 


~ AGE OF REASON. 


comprises, if it may be so expressed, immortality in 
ature. % 
The most beautiful parts of the creation to our eye are t 


aa winged insects, and they are not so originally. They acqui 


that form and that inimitable brilliancy by progressive 
changes. The slow and creeping caterpillar-worm of to-day rs 
passes in a few days to a torpid figure and a state resembling _ 
death; and in the next change comes forth in all the mini- 
ature ‘magnificence of life, a splendid butterfly. No resem- 
blance of the former creature remains; everything is” 
changed; all his powers are new, and life is to him another 
thing. We cannot conceive that the consciousness of exist- 
ence is not the same in this state of the animal as before 
why then. must I believe that the resurrection of the sa 
body is necessary to continue to me the consciousness of 
existence hereafter? 

In the former part of the Age of Reason I have called 
creation the only true and real word of God; and this i 
stance, or this text, in the book of creation, not only show: 
to us that this thing may be so, but that it is so; and that the 
belief of a future state is a rational belief, founded upon fac 
visible in the creation; for it is not more difficult to belie 
that we shall exist hereafter in a better state and form th 
at present, than that. a worm should become a butterfly, 
quit the dunghill for the atmosphere, if we did not know 
a fact. 

As to the doubtful _jargon ascribed to Paul in | the a 


to the understanding—it illustrates noting to the i a 
tion, but leaves the reader to find any meaning if he 
“All flesh (says he) is not the same flesh. There is one | 
of men; another of beast; another of fishes; and anothe 
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id > id what | ee A oaak could have said 

s much. “There are also (says he) bodies celestial, and 

s terrestrial; the glory of the celestial is one, a: and the 

ry of the Pe steay is another.” And what then?—noth- 

And what is the difference? nothing that he has told. 
ere is (says he) one glory of the sun, and another glory 


of the moon, and another glory of the stars.” And what then? 


nothing; except that he says that one star-differeth from — 
another star in glory, instead of distance; and he might as — 
ell have told us that the moon did not aie so bright as 
sun. All this is nothing better than the jargon of a con- 
juro who picks up phrases he does not understand, to con- 
nd the credulous people who have come to have their 
rtunes told. Priests and conjurors are of the same trade. — 


! hou fool, (says oe that which thou sowest is not quuick- 
> ead, it die.” To which one ie reply i in his own 


Dona. never does, nor can Fete It is only the living 
ins that produce the next crop.” But the metaphor, in any 


176 AGE OF REASON. 


but upon what is called the Gospel, contained in the four 
books ascribed to Matthew, Mark, Luke and John, and upon 
the pretended prophecies, that the theory of the church call-_ 
ing itself the Christian Church is founded. The epistles are 
dependent upon those, and must follow their fate; for if the 
story of Jesus Christ be fabulous, all reasoning founded upon 
it as a supposed truth must fall with it. 

We know from history that one of the principal leaders of 
this church, Athanasius, lived at the time the New Testa- 
ment was formed;* and we know also, from the absurd jar- 
gon he left us under the name of a creed, the character of the 
men who formed the New Testament; and we know also 
from the same history that the authenticity of the books of 
which it is composed was denied at the time. It was upon 
the vote of such as Athanasius, that the Testament was de- 
creed to be the word of God; and nothing can present to us 
a more strange idea than that of decreeing the word of God 
by vote. Those who rest their faith upon such authority put 
man in the place of God, and have no foundation for future 
happiness; credulity, however, is not a crime, but it becomes 
criminal by resisting conviction. It is strangling in the womb - 
of the conscience the efforts it makes to ascertain truth. We 
should never force belief upon ourselves in anything. 

I here close the subject of the Old Testament and the New. 
The evidence I have produced to prove them forgeries is 
extracted from the books themselves, and acts, like a two- 
edged sword, either way. If the evidence be denied, the 
authenticity of the scriptures is denied with it; for it is 
scripture evidence; and if the evidence be admitted, the au- 
thenticity of the books is disproved. The contradictory im- 
possibilities contained in the Old Testament and the New, 
put them in the case of a man who swears for and against. 


* Athanasius died, according to the Church chronology, in the year 
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ler evidence convicts him of perjury, and equally de- 
$ reputation. 

' Should the Bible and the New Testament hereafter fall, 
is not I that have been the occasion. I have done no more 
n extracted the evidence from the confused mass of mat- 
with which it is mixed, and arranged that evidence in a 
int of light to be clearly seen and easily comprehended; 
d, having done this, I leave the reader to judge for him- 
, as I have judged for myself. 


CONCLUSION. 


In the former part of the Age of Reason I have spoken of 
three frauds, mystery, miracle, and prophecy; and as I 
ve seen nothing in any of the answers to that work that in 
: least affects what I have there said upon those subjects, 
“T shall not encumber this Second Part with additions that 
not necessary. 
have spoken also in the same work upon what is calles 
elation, and have shown the absurd misapplication of 
at term to the books of the Old Testament and the New; “ 
‘certainly revelation is out of the question in reciting any- 
of which man has been. the actor or the witness. That 
ich a man has done or seen, needs no revelation to tell 

a he had done it or seen it, for he knows it: already; nor 
enable him to tell it or to write it. It is ignorance or im- 
tion to apply the term revelation in such cases:. yet the 
and Testament are classed under this fraudulent de- 
‘of being all revelation. 
tion then, so far as the term has relation between 
man, can only be applied to something which God 
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reveals of his will to man; but es the power of 
_ Almighty to make such a communication is necessarily : a 
mitted, because to that power all things are possible, yet 
thing so revealed (if anything ever was revealed, and whic 
bye the bye, it is impossible to prove), is revelation to the 
person only to whom it is made. His account of it to another 
person is not revelation; and whoever puts faith in that ac- 
count, puts it in the man from whom the account comes; and 
that man may have been deceived, or may have dreamed t, 
_or he may be an impostor and may lie. There is no possible 
criterion whereby to judge of the truth of what he tells, : 


_ even the morality of it would be no proof of revelation. 


all such cases the proper answer would be, “When it is” 


_ vealed to me, I will believe it to be a revelation; but it is n 
and cannot be incumbent upon me to believe it to be reve 


___ tion before; neither is it proper that-I should take the word 
_ of a man as the word of God, and put man in the place 
_ God.” This is the manner in which I have spoken of reve 


"tion in the former part of the Age of Reason; and whi 


' while it reverentially admits revelation as a possible pes 


= because, as before said, to the Almighty all things are possi 


ble, it prevents the imposition of one man upon another, ai 
precludes the wicked use of pretended revelation. pe 2 
_ But though, speaking for myself, I thus admit the po 
a bility of revelation, I totally disbelieve that the Alr 
ever did communicate anything to man, hy any mode 


ceiving, otherwise than by the universal digaee Sh hie 
in the works of the creation, and by that repugnanc 
in ourselves to bad actions, and the disposition. to 
ones. 

‘The most detestable wickedness, the most hori 
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ve had their origin in this thing called revelation, or re- _ 
aled religion. It has been the most dishonorable belief. 
nst the character of the Divinity, the most destructive to 
orality and the peace and happiness of man, that ever was 
Opagated since man began to exist. It is better, far better, 
at we admitted, if it were possible, a thousand devils to 
_at large, and to preach publicly the doctrine of devils, 
f there were any such, than that we permitted one such im- 
stor and monster as Moses, Joshua, Samuel, and the Bible 
rophets, to come with the pretended word of God in his 
th, and have credit among us. 
Whence arose all the horrid assassinations of whole na- 
tions of men, women, and infants, with which the Bible is 
, and the bloody persecutions and tortures unto death, — 
religions wars, that since that time have laid Europe id zs 
d and ashes—whence rose they but from this impious 
called revealed religion, and this monstrous belief that 
id has spoken to man? The lies of the Bible have been the 
se of the one, and the lies of the Testament of the other, _ 
e Christians pretend that Christianity was not estab- 
d by the sword; but of what period of time do they am 
It was. impossible that twelve men could begin with 
word; they had not the power; but no sooner were the 
ors of Christianity sufficiently powerful to employ the. 
, than they did so, and the stake and fagot, too; and 
met could not do it sooner. By the same spirit that 
rT cut off the ear of the high priest’s servant (if the’story — 
rue), he would have cut off his head, and the head of his 
, had he been able. Besides this, Christianity grounds © 
“originally upon the Bible, and the Bible was estab- 
together by the sword, and that in the worst use of 
t to terrify, but to extirpate. The Jews made no con- 
hey butchered all. The Bible is the sire of the Testa-_ 
d bot are esas the word of God. The Cliristia 
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read both books; the ministers preach from both books; 
this thing called Christianity is made up of both, It is ther 
' false to say that Christianity was not established by the 
sword. 
The only sect that has not persecuted are the Guakén 3 
and the only reason that can be given for it is, that they are 
rather Deists than Christians. They do not believe much 
about Jesus Christ, and they call the scriptures a dead let- 
ter. Had they calied them by a worse name, they had been. 
nearer the truth. ah9 
It is incumbent on every man who reverences the charac- . 
ter of the Creator, and who wishes to lessen the catalogue — 
of artificial miseries, and remove the cause that has sown 
persecutions thick among mankind, to expel all ideas of re- 
vealed religion, as a dangerous heresy and an impious frau 
_ What is that we have learned from this pretended thing — 
_ called revealed religion? Nothing that is useful to man, an 
everything that is dishonorable to his maker. What is it th 
_ Bible teaches us?—rapine, cruelty, and murder. What is 
_ the Testament teaches us?—to believe that the Almigh 
committed debauchery with a4 woman engaged to be ma 
_ ried, and the belief of this debauchery is called faith. 
i As to the fragments of morality that are irregularly a 
“a thinly scattered in these books, they make no part of this 
pretended thing, revealed religion. They are the natural dic- 
___. tates of conscience, and the bonds by which society is he 
together, and without which it cannot exist, and are near 
- the same in all religions and in all societies. The Testame: 


5 ane which is a collection as well frei the ( 
_ the Jews, than it is in the Testament. It is t 
_ Proverbs xxv, ver. 21, “If thine enemy be hun 
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read to eat ; and if he be thirsty, give him water to drink ;”* 
it when it is said, as in the Testament, “Jf a man smite thee 
the right cheek, turn to-him the other also,” it is assassi- 
ting the dignity of forbearance, and sinking man into a 
paniel. . 
Loving enemies is another dogma of feigned morality, and 
besides no meaning. It is incumbent on man, as a moral- 
, that he does not revenge an injury; and it is equally as 
od in a political sense, for there is no end to retaliation, 
h retaliates on the other, and calls it justice; but to love 
‘proportion to the injury, if it could be done, would be to 
a premium for crime. Besides the word enemies is too 
and general to be used in a moral maxim, which ought 
ays to be clear and defined, like a proverb. If a man be 
s enemy of another from mistake and prejudice, as in the 
of religious opinions, and sometimes in politics, that 
is different to an enemy at heart with a criminal inten- 
5 and it is incumbent upon us, and it contributes also to 
own tranquillity, that we put the best construction upon 
‘thing that it will bear. But even this erroneous motive in 
m makes no motive for love'on the other part; and to say 
‘we can love voluntarily, and without a motive, is mor- 
and physically impossible. 
Orality is injured by prescribing to it duties that, in the- 
place, are impossible to be performed; and, if they 
be, would be productive of evil; or, as before said, be 


ae 


: 


to what is called Christ’s sermon on the mount, in the book of 
, where, among some other good things, a great deal of this feigned 
yy is introduced, it is there expressly said, that the doctrine of forbearance, 
taliating injuries, was not any part of the doctrine of the Jews; but 
e is found in Proverbs it must, according to that statemént, have been 
he Gentiles, from whom Christ had learned it. Those men, whom 
Shristian idolaters have abusively called heathens, had much _ better 
ideas of justice and morality than are to be found in the Old Testa- 
r as it is Jewish; or in the New. The answer of Solon on the question, 
most perfect popular government? has “never been exceeded by 
his time, as containing a maxim of political morality. ‘That,’ 
least injury done to the meanest individual, is considered as an 
tole constitution.” Solon lived about 500 years before Christ. 
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premiums for crime. The maxim of doing as we 1 

done unto does not include this strange doctrine of lo 
enemies; for no man expects to be loved himself for 
crime or for his enmity. 

- Those who preach this doctrine of lovin their ener 
are in general the greatest persecutors, and they act ¢ 
sistently by so doing; for the doctrine is hypocritical, and 
is natural that hypocrisy should act the reverse of what 
preaches. For my own part I disown the doctrine, and co 
sider it as a feigned or fabulous morality; yet the man do 

- not exist that can say I have persecuted him, or any man, 

or any set of men, either in the American Revolution, or in 

the French Revolution or that I have, in any case, returned 

~ evil for evil. But it is not incumbent on man to reward a bac 
action with a good one, or to return good for evil; and whe 
ever it is done, it is a voluntary act, and not a duty. It is also ~ 
absurd to suppose that such doctrine can make any par 

a revealed religion. We imitate the moral character of 

_ Creator by forbearing with each other, for he forbears with 
_ all; but this doctrine would imply that he loved many rat in 

es proportion as he was good, but as he was bad. 

If we consider the nature of our condition here, we must 

"see there is no occasion for such a thing as revealed religion. 
What is it we want to know? Does not the creation, u 


_ Power that governs and regulates the whole? wad is n 

evidence that this creation holds out to our senses in 

_ stronger than anything we can read in a book that any 
postor might make and call the word of God? As for 


“that he power that called us into hog! can, if ie 
and when he pleases, call us to account for the man- 
which we have lived here; and, therefore, without 


3 bility or even possibility of the thing is all that we 
‘to EON for y we knew it as a fact, we should be the 


petting of the Creator himeelf, the certainty of his ex- 
nce and the immutability of his power, and all other 
Sot estaments are to him forgeries. The oe 


y ne = and which it is proper we ehenidee in, a 
mts, it is the fool only, and not the philosopher, or » 


he strange fable of the Christian creed, and with the 
dyentures related in the Bible, and of the obscurity 
St ne nonsense of the Testament, that the mind of 


+ 
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cation of beliefs acts as a division of belief; and in eas 
tion as anything is divided it is weakened. : 

Religion, by such means, becomes a. thing of form, in- 
stead of fact—of notion, instead of principles; morality is” 
banished to make room for an imaginary thing called faith, — 
and this faith has its origin in a supposed debauchery; a af 
man is preached instead of God; an execution is an object © 
for gratitude; the preachers daub themselves with the 
blood, like a troop of assassins, and pretend to admire the ~ 
brilliancy it gives them; they preach a humdrum sermon on ~ 
the merits of the execution; then praise Jesus Christ for be- 3 
ing executed, and condemn the Jews for doing it. A man, by d 
hearing all this nonsense lumped and preached together, con- 
founds the God of the creation with the imagined God of the 
Christians, and lives as if there were none. 

Of all the systems of religion that ever were invented; 
there is none more derogatory to the Almighty, more unedi- 
fying to man, more repugnant to reason, and more contradic- 
tory in itself, than this thing called Christianity, Too absurd 3 
for belief, too impossible to convince, and too inconsistent _ 
for practice, it renders the heart torpid, or produces only ; 
atheists and fanatics. As an engine of power, it serves the 
purpose of despotism; and as a means of wealth, the avarice . 
of priests; but so far as respects the good of man in gen-— 
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= eral, it leads to nothing here or hereafter. 


E lay hold of religion as an engine, but by mixing it with hu- 


The only religion that has not been invented, and that has 
in it every evidence of divine originality, is pure and simple 
Deism. It must have been the first, and will probably be the 
last, that man believes. But pure and simple Deism does not — 
_ answer the purpose of despotic governments. They cannot e 


man inventions, and making their own me a. jets 
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_ like the government, a party in the system. It is this 
forms the otherwise mysterious connection of church 
tate; the church humane, and the state tyrannic. 
_ Were man impressed as fully and as strongly as he ought 
to be with the belief of a God, his moral life would be regu- 
ed by the force of that belief; he would stand in awe of — 
d and of himself, and would not do the thing that could _ 
be concealed from either. To give this belief the full op- 
tunity of force, it is necessary that it acts alone. This is 
eism. But when, according to the Christian Trinitarian — 
me, one part of God is represented by a dying man, and 
her part called the Holy Ghost, by a flying pigeon, it is” 
apossible that belief can attach itself to such wild conceits.* 
has been the scheme of the Christian Church, and of all — 
ther invented systems of religion, to hold man in ignor- 2 
nee of the Creator, as it is of Government to hold man in 
ce of his ights. The systems of the one are as false : 
ose of the other, and are calculated for mutual support. 
study of fheslogy, as it stands in Christian churches, is 
study of nothing; it is founded on nothing; it restson no 
iciples; it proceeds by no authorities; it has no data; it 
demonstrate nothing; and it admits of no conclusion. 
ot any’ thing can be studied as a science, without our being © 
possession of the principles upon ahh it is founded; and | a 
is is not the case with Christian theology, it is therefore 
study of nothing. 
d then, of studying theology, as is now done, out of 
and Testament, the meanings of which pea are 
ontroverted and the authenticity of which is dis- 
tis ee seaLy that we refer to the Bible of the crea- 


book called the ‘book of Metter says, chap, iii, verse 16, that me 
descended in the shape of a dove. It might as well have said a goose; — 
S The equally harmless, and the one is as much of a nonsensical nee 
f Acts, ver, 2, 3, says that it descended in a Suc 

of cloven tongues, perhaps it was cloven feet 
tches. god. eco. ; 3 
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tion. The principles we discover there are eternal and of 
divine origin; they are the foundation of all the science that © 
exists in the world, and must be the foundation of theology. ~ 
We can know God only through his works. We cannot have” 
a conception of any one attribute but by following some 
principle that leads to it. We have only a confused idea of © 
his power, if we have not the means of comprehending some= 
thing of its immensity. We can have no idea of his wisdom, © 
but by knowing the order and manner in which it acts. The | 
principles of science lead to this knowledge; for the Creator © 
of man is the Creator of science; and it is through that me- 
dium that man can see God, as + were, face to face. 3 
Could a man be placed in a situation, and endowed with 
the power of vision, to behold at one view, and to contem- ~ 
plate deliberately, the structure of the universe; to mark the ~ 
movements of the several planets, the cause-of their varying 
appearances, the unerring order in which they revolve, even — 
to the remotest comet; their connection and dependence on 
each other, and to know the system of laws established by 
the Creator, that governs and regulates the whole, he would” 
then conceive, far beyond what any church theology: can 
teach him, the power, the wisdom, the vastness, the munifi- 
cence of the Creator; he would then see, that all the knowl-— 
edge man has of science, and that all the mechanical arts by 
which he renders his situation comfortable here, are derive 
from that source; his mind, exalted by the scene, and 
convinced by the fact, would increase in gratitude as it in- 
creased in eaowtedee: his religion or his worship would. 
become united with his improvement as a man; any -em- 
ployment he followed, that had bay. connection with the aden 


a 


ye 


ft: he elas tales fund doctrines af the Bible and the ae 
tament are fit only to excite contempt. 
Though man cannot arrive, at least in this life, at the 
tual scene I have described, he can demonstrate it, ‘because. 
has a knowledge of the principles upon which the creation 
constructed. * We know that the greatest works can be 
presented in model, and that the universe can be repre- 
ited by the same means. The same principles by which ~ 
measure an inch, or.an acre of ground, will measure to 
lions in extent. A circle of an inch diameter has the same 
etrical properties as a circle that would circumscribe — 
niverse. The same properties of a triangle that will 
onstrate upon paper the course of a ship, will do it on_ 


@ the atk: that beachelh man nothing. 7g 
ag oo man has of science aS of me : 


ible-makers. pie. piidattaten to give us, in the first chapter of Genesis, — 
' t of the creation; and in doing this, they have demonstrated nothing but | 
‘ignorance. They make there to have’ been three days and three nights, eve- 
igs and mornings, before there was a sun; when it is the presence or absence 
sun that is the ‘cause of day and night, and what is called his rising aa 
Cee morning and evening. Besides, it is a puerile and pitiful idea, t 
the Almighty to say, Let there be light. It is the imperative manner of wee 
“that a conjuror uses when he says to his cups and balls, Presto, begone, 
probably has been taken from it; as Moses and his rod are a conjuror and ~ 
us calls this expression the sublime; and, by the same rule, the 
ublime too, for the manner of speaking is expressively and gram-— 
‘When authors and critics talk of the sublime, they see not— 
on the ridiculous. The sublime of the critics, like some parts _ 
iblime and Beautiful, is like a windmill just visible in a fog. 
distort: into a flying mOuantays = or an archangel, or 


the world, have brought this knowledge upon earth. 1 


4 _ bodies, in what are eae to have se the early 
not Moses and the gee nor Jesus Christ, one 


were it possible that man could have a view, as 0 
_ fore described, of the structure and machinery of 
verse, he would soon conceive the idea of constructing s 
-__at least of the mechanical works we now have; and f! 
-_ so conceived would progressively advance in practic 
could a model of the universe, such as is called an 9 


stem of beicston ees Ge. every preacher ought oe 
philosopher. Most certainly; and every house of de- — 
a school of science. © 
has been by wandering from the immutable laws of — 
ence, and. _the right use.of reason, and setting up an in- 
ented ‘thing called revealed religion, that so many wild and © 
blasphemous conceits have been formed of the Almighty. ~ 
he Jews have made him the assassin of the human species 
make room for the religion of the Jews. The Christians 
wwe made him the murderer of himself and the founder of 
Ww religion, to supersede and expel the Jewish religion. — 
to find pretence and admission for these things, thay 
{ have supposed his power or his wisdom imperfect, or 
will changeable; and the changeableness of the will is im- 
ction of the judgment. The philosopher knows that the 
of the Creator have never changed with respect either 
; rinciples of science, or the properties of matter. Why, 
en, is it supposed they have changed with respect to man? 
re ioe the ae I have shown in all the foregoing. - 


aS that. are suggested i in the echelon of the work, ‘% i 
t ¢ 1 the mind of the reader; certain as I am, that when 
ions are free, either in matters of government or religion 
ea Bays and powerfully prevail. 
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: ten. OF THE SECOND PART. 


THE THOMAS PAINE FOUNDATION - 


The Thomas Paine Foundation is. indarparae under. the. 
' laws of the State of New York, and is legally entitled to re- 
ceive contributions, gifts and bequests. ‘ 


richly ‘deserves for his prominent and salute role and 
gallantry in the American Revolution, his outstanding Bee 
ary accomplishments, his sincere and ardent endeavors to 


evaluate his deeds, exploits and writings in furtherance of 
aspirations, and thereby to demonstrate the gigantic, sinc 


_ Paine and set aright his works and his philosophy; to d 

_ seminate the ideals of political philosophy and the humani- 
tarian principles of Thomas Paine throughout the world 
an endeavor to promote and secure universal peace; a 
thereby to enlighten the minds of men everywhere, and s 
men to greater service to the cause of humanity. 


To accomplish the foregoing by printing, reprinting, pub- 
- lishing, - distributing and circulating articles, pamphle 
tracts, magazines, newspapers, books and writings of ever. 
kind Bnd description pertaining to and relating to the life and 
works of Thomas Paine; to promote and encourage in e 
lawful way and manner the public and private study 
gee rstanding of the ae and works: ot Thomas P 


\oting and securing the erection of suitable monu- 
ues and other tangible testimonials to his 

; to solicit public and private contributions, and to 
2 and accept bequests in the furtherance of the ac- 

nt of the foregoing; and to do and perform any 

ful acts in the premises, all without pecuniary 
or reward. 


Form OF BEQUEST 


is wishing to make bequests in their will to further 
s of THE THOMAS PAINE FOUNDATION, it is 
‘that they use the following form. 


New York 1, N. Y., a New York member- 
corporation, the sum of $........ to carry on 
he work of educating the public in the principles 

‘ideals of Thomas Paine. 
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